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EDITORIALS By KENNETH LESLIE 
COMMUNION BEFORE RZHEV 


—a comment on Maritain 


HAVE BEEN looking over the essays in Ruth Nanda Anshen’s 
i very valuable “Science and Man” (Harcourt, Brace) and am 
waylaid as always by the sight of the name of Jacques Maritain 
over an essay entitled “Science and Wisdom.” As I turn its pages 
I am struck with the clarity of expression and beauty of style. 

Maritain speaks of wisdom as a science (in the broadest sense 
of the word), a form of knowledge; yet he likes to set science over 
against wisdom. For science is of man and wisdom is of God. Ina 
beautiful passage he tells how ‘‘Augustine taught ... that between 
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wisdom which knows by ‘higher reason’ in the daylight of divine ; 


things, and science which knows by ‘inferior reason’ in the twilight 
of created things, there is an order of preference for or against 
which souls and civilization must.choose. For science is good and 
worthy of love, but it is not above wisdom. If not in its very nature, 
at least in its human dynamism and in its relation to human life, 
it belongs to the sphere of uti, and it is absurd to take the useful 
as an end. An end is that which is truly ultimate and delectable, 
and wisdom belong to the order of frui.” But are these spheres 
so completely separable? 


For after all is not what is useful only useful as it is used, as it © 
is taken into the hand of a user? So science when it is useful is © 
only useful when integrated by grace into that act of the soul — 
when the soul is moved towards communion with God in God’s © 
world through the give-and-take of work. Whether the work be — 
wood-work, planing the wood according to the grain of the wood, ~ 
understanding and acknowledging the nature of the material, © 


saluting the character of God’s world as it appears here under 
my hand as a piece of wood, or whether the work be the mind’s 
work of bringing under its algebraic perspective greater and greater 
ranges of physical experiences, or whether the work be the travail 


of song—whatever the work, so it be honest and whole-hearted— ~ 
science, skills, arts, knowledge, wisdom, all will praise God in ~ 


equal order, for beneath God is no high or low but each is ultimate 


when serving the Ultimate. 


For science (special sciences) is nothing useful in itself. But — 


when the devil uses it it is devilish and when God uses it it is divine. 
But this refers as well to wisdom or metaphysics as to science. For 
wisdom and metaphysics are science in its broadest sense, as 
Maritain confesses. It is the profoundest diablerie that suggests to 
man that he can formulate in scientific schematic statements the 
word of God, that word uniquely traced in sand by a finger 
shaken with the inevitable tragedy of the Father’s World, that 
word cried out in agony against what seemed like a Deserting 
Father. 

Christ’s nature was attracted by the Devil. The Bible says so. 
He was tempted as we are. In all points he knew the deathly 
downpull of the myriad short-circuitings of life: circuits of fame, 
wealth, reputation, respectability, career, indulgence, habit, theolo- 
gy. Theology? Yes, for theology is human knowledge and knowledge 
of God is not always love of God. Science is a two-way street. 

Christ thought Peter could see the divine in his life. ‘Flesh and 
blood hath not revealed” it. “Flesh and blood’? would have been 
theology. He himself grew dizzy with the burden of his secret 
power. He revealed the down-pull of his desire to yield, revealed it 
by the impetuosity of his words to Peter ‘Get behind me, Satan!” 
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It was himself he feared, not Peter. So whatever created thing 
comes to us clothed in the authority of God is the father of lies, 
whether it be church or book of metaphysics. 

On the other hand it is as tragic a mistake to spurn these 
(through grace) potential aids to eternal life as it is to exalt them. 
To change the reference, every meal is truly a communion feast 
(where the body of Our Lord is broken for us). To partake other- 
wise is blasphemy. If the sacrifice of the Mass be understood in 
such a way as to demean the ‘“‘ordinary” meal from its high estate, 
then the Mass is being used by the Devil. But the Mass is not 
necessarily so understood. Its moment of intensity may burn into 
the consciousness this very sacramental quality of every meal, of 
all life. 

Also if the sacrifice of the Mass makes us forget the comrade- 
ship of the meal (the free hospitality of all men to each other) 
then: teo the Mass is used by the Devil. But, again, the Mass is not 
necessarily so understood. For the Mass if nothing else is the 
communion of men partaking of their common nature at the highest 
point of the created universe, that place where the created universe 
becomes the creating universe. In the Mass man is proudest and 
humblest. In the communicant’s mouth is All there is. So in a dug- 
out before Rzhev Leland Stowe partook of a meal with the new 
men and women of the Soviet Union glad in their hour of sacrifice 
to share food and song. with him. When he left them they thanked 
him for the honor of his visit. His account betrays a deep emotion, 
almost a bewilderment. Obviously Leland Stowe had experienced 
a thing which neither he nor his hosts could name. Was that not a 
sacramental feast? Perhaps it is better sometimes that it remain 
nameless. For the art of naming is liable to the pride of naming. 
Names can never catch the named which is nameless really. In 
the dug-out was communion, unnamed as such, but true neverthe- 
less. In the dug-out, could we go there in our imaginations, we 
might find the place of reunion for divided faiths. 

The poet bishop MacDonald of Antigonish used to say, “It is 
the Mass that matters.” Secular religion says, “It is the masses that 
matter.” The Mass was the watershed that divided the stream of 
the religion of the people (Protestantism) from the stream of the 
religion of the priests. The nameless Mass may be the place where 
they shall meet once more. 

What I say is true of all scientific talk about things, which pre- 
tends to present things. (Maritain speaks of wisdom itself in the 
Middle-Ages showing ‘‘a spirit of imperialism.’’) It is true too of 
Maritain himself when he (following Thomas Aquinas) speaks so 
eloquently concerning what he calls “infused wisdom or the wisdom 
of grace” as distinguished from theological wisdom and metaphy- 
sical wisdom: “It attains God in an experimental and suprahuman 
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way, in its intimate life and according to its deitas; and it attains ; 


to created things insofar as they refer to God so known. It is a 


wisdom of love and of union. As its principles theologians enum- — 


erate faith and charity and the gifts of the Holy Spirit acting under 
God’s present inspiration and illumination. And this wisdom knows 
what it knows according to something that is itself divine, accord- 
ing to the effusion of which I have already spoken, according to 


the descending movement in us of divine plenitude. Hence though 
it is the supreme actuation and activity of the soul, it consists first — 


of all in receiving, in yielding to an all powerful influx. If it is 


completely- enveloped in God, and is superior to concepts and © 


images, it is truly mystical contemplation. Yet being sovereign, it — 
can make use of everything. It may use the treasures of the imagi- — 
nation and of creative intuition, and the stammerings of poetry; — 


and then it sings with David. Or it may make use of the ideas 


and treasures of the intelligence and the stammerings of the phi- — 


losophers: and then it teaches with St. Augustine.” 

Such language while exalted, even because exalted, removes 
this wisdom from the reach of Leland Stowe in the dug-out where 
this wisdom while not “superior to concepts and images’ was 
independent of concepts and images. The very history of the suc- 


cessive dethronements of theology and metaphysics which Maritain ~ 
has related elsewhere-may serve as a parable. Theological and ~ 


metaphysical propositions are proud clothes for truth, and pride 


goeth before a fall. A simple parable, or a simple song—these get ~ 


truth across better. But a simple gesture, bread in a hungry mouth, 
an outstretched hand to a lost man—these are truth. 


CATHOLIC HEMISPHERICS 


OMAN CATHOLIC hierarchical representatives from eight Latin 
American countries, the United States and Canada have 
lately concluded the “Inter-American Seminar on Social Studies” 
which was called by the National Catholic Welfare Conference. 
The Seminar has issued a statement which is a blue-print for the 
post-war world. It is an extremely important document since it 
expresses the considered plan of the only political church in the 
Western World, a church whose members constitute a majority 
of the Christians in the two continents of the Western hemisphere. 
The statement opens by showing truly that the crisis of our 
civilization culminating in the war is ‘“‘a tragedy of morality.” “It 
springs from a false notion of man and from man’s forgetfulness 
of his own origin, destiny and mission on earth.” Then abruptly 
and without warning the Protestant Reformation is pointed out as 
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the fountain-head of our present trouble: ‘The crisis has its ulti- 
mate origin in the disruption of Christian unity and the pagan 
Renaissance.” Most Protestants will read through this sentence, 
indeed through the entire statement without realizing that it is 
aimed against their way of life and everything they believe. This 
because most Protestants have come to take for granted the free- 
dom, hardly-won by their fathers, of which they are as unconscious 
as of the air they breathe. Moreover most Protestants in reading 
this statement will naturally invest such words as ‘God’, ‘“‘church’’, 
“Christ”, “Christian principles’, etc. with their own Protestant 
meaning, not realizing that all these terms have in addition a 
meaning partially common to both Catholic and Protestant, and 
another third political-ecclesiastical, totalitarian, authoritarian, 
Catholic meaning quite opposite to the Protestant meaning. 

The statement goes on to speak eloquently and with profound 
truth of the bond of all integral culture. Such statements as the 
following will be welcomed by Protestant, Jew, humanist: ‘“Poli- 
tical systems and philosophical systems that deny the equality of 
mankind and break its unity, the lust for domination and the per- 
secutions founded on racial or religious discrimination are inhuman, 
anti-Christian and barbarous.” It moves on to define the function 
and duty of government which is “to gain the general welfare and 
to assure right conditions of social life and allow self-governing, 
natural groupings to serve according to their capacities the human 
person and help-him fulfill his mission on earth and his supernatural 
destiny in the most perfect way possible.” 

The totalitarian State is condemned, and ‘even when not totali- 
tarian, any government that suppresses the individual or per- 
secutes him in his essential rights deserves a complete condem- 
nation.”’ Democracy is all right when “it is directed by Christian 
principles.” And now we approach the nub of the matter. “Indi- 
vidualistic democracy only recently has begun to recognize that 
the normal life of a nation requires, besides political self-govern- 
ment, a vast network of self-governing industries and professions, 
a self-governing church, self-governing cultural organizations are 
of the very nature of a sound democracy as agents, along with 
government, of the general good. This organic, closely interrelated 
democracy, we must build.” Let us pause to notice the phrase “a 
self-governing church.” It does not say self-governing churches 
but a church. This church is of course as it would be defined by 
the writers of this Seminar statement, the Roman Catholic church. 
It should be further noted that the phrase “self-governing” in this 
reference does not mean “democratic”, for the church to which it 
refers is governed by the Bishops from the top and not by the 
people from the bottom; it is a totalitarian church whose head is 
absolute and infallible. This church although included here with 


et 
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families, industries, and cultural organizations actually stands out-— 
side all these categories as their controlling agent, stands indeed 
over and above government itself as its controlling agent. 

But let us go on. “Social reform is necessary immediately.” 
“The working people must get their just wage, and in calculating 
it their headship of a family must be given its due weight.”’ Here 
is established at once the concept of a class, “the working people,” 
and the principle of identical pay for identical work is denied. 

“The Christian rules of justice and charity must be established. 
The poor must live well. In the Americas special protection must — 
be given to Indians and Negroes.” “Protection” is not the word © 
which Protestants will choose when they refer to the rights of men © 
whether Indians, Negroes, or whites. Nor would we say “the poor — 
must live well.” Why not say poverty must be destroyed forever? ~ 

Let us look at this idea of “self-governing industries and pro- 
fessions.” First note in passing that according to the view of this © 
Seminar, “It is a fatal error to regard economic life as independent _ 
of the moral teachings of the church.” In other words our economy 
and its. principles are corollaries of the church’s teachings which 
may be found in the Cathechism and Catholic textbooks. The form 
of economic organization which must ensue throughout the world 
as a result of the war “should be one that emphasizes the free - 
organization of business, of labor, of farmers and of the professions 
assisted and supervised by government.” The word “guild” is not 
mentioned. Nor is the word “‘corporation.” Nevertheless this state- 
ment means nothing if it does not mean that the Roman Catholic 
church’s blue-print for the post-war Americas is a corporative 
“democracy” in which it (the church) will have full control, as-is 
more than hinted at in the following: “‘The crisis cannot be resolved 
without a close and effective cooperation between governments 
and spiritual forces.” 

This statement demands a return to “universal principles.”’ It 
asks for “that supra-national system of demands, realities and as- 
pirations which is native to the Christian spirit.” It demands inter- 
national collaboration and the subversion of egoism. It-demands a 
new spirit and a scale of values based on the primacy of the spirit. 
And it demands that these be written into the specific rules of 
international life. 

These Catholic Bishops, following the grand contemporary 
~ Catholic line, have undertaken to father the post-war world. They 
have bid for post-war control with this plan which will no doubt 
be elaborated as time goes on. That they are aware of the magni- 
tude of their responsibility and of the challenge with which they 
confront the conscience of man is indicated in the final words of 
this extraordinary statement, “In the post-war world we wish to 
help Europe, Asia and indeed, all mankind. But the fact is plain 
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that upon the Americas rests the enormous burden of sharing the 
leadership of a good post-war world. Therefore upon the Catholics 
of the Americas rests a burden of immeasurable magnitude. 

“In the Inter-American Seminar on Social Studies, called to- 
gether by the National Catholic Welfare Conference, we have found 
the beginning of the collaboration of all the Catholics in the New 
World for the making of a New World order.” 


THE POPE AND THE PRESIDENT 


President Roosevelt with Pius XII through Myron Taylor have 
reached somewhat the following stage: the Vatican is ready to 
become more outspoken in its statements against the Axis, especial- 
ly against Hitlerism. It will also postpone peace proposals for 
the moment and will see to it that when Mussolini is liquidated 
Italy will have no social revolution. It will do its best to influence 
Southern Ireland to take-a less hostile attitude toward the war 
effort and especially towards American troops in Ireland. The 
Vatican also promises to put the brakes on all racial movements. 

What is the quid pro quo? The Vatican will have a word to 
say on post-war Europe. Europe must be supervised through the 
combined forces of the victors and of the church .which is par- 
ticularly interested in Eastern and Southeastern Europe. (Poland, 
the Balkan states) The Vatican seems to favor partition of Ger- 
many with a strengthening of its power in Southern and Western 
Germany. Ireland must be independent after the war. The main 
point however is a guarantee that Europe after the war will not 
turn to Bolshevism. : 

This is, of course, hearsay. Time will tell how wide of the mark it 
is. However it may turn out, we do know that something is cooking. 


| eo eee reaches us from Lisbon that the conversations of 


THE FASCIST CROSS 


NE M. VALLIN has lately been accepted by Gen. de Gaulle asa 
@) colleague. This Vallin was vice president of the Croix de Feu, 
a party which he describes as French Republican and Reformist, but 
which is actually a French equivalent of the Belgian Christus 
- Rexists, the American Christian front, the Sinarchistas of Mexico 
and all the other groups whose motto is Christ the King and whose 
symbol is the cross. David Anderson in his cabled story to the 
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New York Times of September 17 of Vallin’s London debut says: i 


“VM. Vallin with a single stroke has bolstered General de Gaulle’s 
national committee and undermined the regime of Vichy.” This is 
difficult to understand except on the horrible thesis of some sort of 
accord between de Gaulle and the clerical-Fascists. Anderson is atno 
pains to conceal that Vallin is still a Fascist: “Plunging right into 
political issues, M. Vallin explained that he now was working with 
some men who were, politically speaking, his enemies, and yet he 
demanded ‘is it possible for Frenchmen today to have any op- 


ponents other than that of his country? Without giving up or deny-_ 
ing any of my ideas or friendships I have come to place myself. 


freely under the leadership of General de Gaulle. It is in his name 


that the reconciliation of Frenchmen, who remain attached to their > 
independence, can be effected’.”” Since de Gaulle himself claims— 


to have laid aside at least for the duration his own Royalist politics, 


his acceptance of the Fascist Vallin is not calculated to cheer up the - 
French people nor to cheer up those who took seriously vice presi- 


dent Wallace’s talk about a people’s revolution. 


DEMOCRACY UNDER FASCIST HYPNOSIS 


HESE ARE ONLY SAMPLES of the great quantity of peculiar 
looking water which has flowed under the bridge since last 
going to press. Columbus Day has been celebrated, and this 
celebration has been used, inadvertently of course, by “democratic” 
orators to serve international Fascism by pretending that Columbus 
brought democracy to the new world in his little boat. Over half 
a million Italians in the U.S.A. have suddenly been freed from the 
status of enemy aliens by a stroke of the law. Much wooing of 
Fascism in various guises has gone forward. Much soft talk and 
whispered bargaining with princes and prelates. The only excep- 
tion was the sharp reference by Sumner Welles to Axis activity 
in South America. The preparation for all this has been going on 
for some time. Many who were unable to see evidences of its pre- 
paration are now beginning to believe the evidence of their senses. 
Vague shapes begin to form themselves into the following pattern: 
The United States and Canada (both of which have been thought 
of as Protestant or at least as non-Catholic countries) have placed 
themselves within the orbit of the Western Hemisphere which, 
taken as a whole is, in the leanings of a majority of its governments, 
non - Protestant, anti-liberal. Behind the formulae of “hemi- 
sphere defense” and “the Good Neighbor Policy” our innocent 
leaders walked into a trap. To please a church pressure group the 
voices of high officialdom trumpet religious catch phrases, “Christ” 
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and “faith”, and “the great: gold cross of St. Paul’s.”’ When the 
people interrupt with a demand for the sign of honesty, a second 
front, they are rapped on the knuckles for their impertinence. 

The people are told that a second front is none of their business. 
They can die in it but the time and place of their death will be de- 
cided for them. Not by experts like Timoshenko and Shaposhnikov. 
Not at all. Such experts as those may not be trusted, for they are 
Russian. They are only expert in fighting Germans. Besides, being 
Russians their natural desire to help Russia would override their 
professional judgment. Of course it could never happen that on our 
side there could be in certain high quarters a natural desire not 
to help Russia! 

As a matter of fact if there were as much anxiety to get on the 
continent as at Dunkerque there was anxiety to get off the con- 
tinent, we would get on the continent. As to whether we stayed 
on the continent that is not a sure thing. It depends upon our 
strength and will as against Fascist strength and will. To talk, 
as officialdom is talking now to the people, about the difficulties of 
communications, armaments, manpower, airpower, and so on, is to 
throw dust in our eyes. At the very time that these “difficulties” 
are conjured up we are told of vast armadas moving thousands 
of miles from the English base, battles in all the seven seas, hacking 
at the tentacles of a beast whose heart is so close to England that 
we can hear it beat. 

Of course it is the soldier’s job to fight our enemies. But it is 
not the soldier’s job to choose our enemies. Especially it is not the 
soldier’s job to ignore those enemies who have chosen us. Franco 
is one of these. Mannerheim is another. Petain is another. 

It is a horrible thought but it must be faced: St. Nazaire could 
have opened the door of Europe to its liberators. Was it a betrayal? 
When the British landed the French population rose in a mass to 
help them. Many of them were punished by Hitler with death. At 
Dieppe we warned the French not to rise. We wanted to save them. 
For what? Slavery and starvation? They would perhaps prefer a 
quick clean death. 

Did the popular rising at St. Nazaire scare those appeasing 
elements which still dominate so much of our political landscape? 
Are these elements going to cheat the people of Europe out of the 
revolution that is coming to them? Unless the people find a voice 
and use it that is exactly what will happen. 

If the North American continent is to shake itself free from the 
seductions of Fascist sorcery, somewhere and soon and loud enough 
to be heard, the people must cry out to its leadership: Betray us not! 


EDITORIALS By JOSEPH BRAININ 
AN EMBARRASSING ISSUE 


O WONDER that the offer of a Jewish army of stateless and 
Palestinian Jews is still moldering in the archives of the 
British Colonial Office. It’s such an embarrassing offer. 

Fascists everywhere who have been shrieking that Jews enjoy 
starting wars but shirk fighting in them would have to eat their 
words. That would be truly embarrassing. 

Jews of Palestine, stateless Jews in the Middle East and in free 
countries where they are not eligible for military service are 
clamoring to participate in this war as belligerents and not as help- 
less martyrs. Two hundred thousand strong, they would form the 
fourth-largest army of the United Nations and would add much- 
needed manpower to the pivotal Middle Eastern front. And this 
manpower would represent a pure gain, for it would not draw on 
the Jews fighting in any of the United Nations’ armies. 

But the professional politicians raise their hands in horror and 
tell us that a Jewish army is a matter for military decision. And 
our professional strategists hasten to point out that the Jewish 
army issue is strictly political in nature. A rather amusing game 
in which the ball bounced back and forth is the fate of a home- 
less, tortured, persecuted people. If, after witnessing this pleasant 
pastime, stubborn advocates of justice and morality still insist 
that the stateless and Palestinian Jews should be allowed to fight 
back as Jews, dexterous undersecretaries of the British Colonial 
Office trot out that old bugaboo, the Arab objections. 

They are quite correct, of course. The Grand Mufti of the Arabs 
of Palestine, Haj Amin El Husseini, who currently sits in the Nazi 
councils at Berlin, grows red in the face whenever a Jewish army 
is mentioned. He would not relish a stiffening of democracy’s 
defense in the Middle East. It might hurt his chances for a trium- 
phal return. But can any Arab who hopes for a victory of the 
United Nations object to a Jewish army? Well, that’s a rather 
embarrassing question, much too delicate for non-professional 
political thinkers. 

The Committee for a Jewish Army of Stateless and Palestinian 
Jews attaches no strings to its offer. It asks for no political 
commitment. It does not bargain for a quid pro quo. It simply 
demands for those Jews—not the British, American or Russian 
Jews, who fight in the armies of their respective countries, but for 
the stateless and Palestinian Jews—the right to fight, and to die if 
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need be, without having to relinquish their identity. A rather 
naive demand in a world diplomacy which still believes in appease- 
ment of your enemies and discrimination against your friends. 


WINDOW TO THORNING 


URING the heavy days of the later thirties, pregnant with 

this war, when the dignified appeals from the besieged people 
of Spain to their free neighbors were drowned in the cries of a 
sinister counter-propaganda, one of the most persistent and re- 
sourceful supporters of the American Republic’s betrayal of the 
Spanish Republic was the Rev. Father Joseph F. Thorning, Ph. D., 
Litt.D., Chairman of the Department of Social Sciences, Mount St. 
Mary’s College, Emmittsburg, Maryland, a Roman Catholic priest. 
Early readers of our periodical may recall certain differences 
which developed between us and this gentleman. At that time we 
were severely criticized by some of our liberal Protestant friends 
who took exception to our adverse comments on Father Thorning. 
Our complaint against Father Thorning had been that he was an 
unscrupulous protagonist of the unspeakable Franco. Father 
Thorning wrote copiously and frequently in the columns of the 
New York Times where he would claim both sanctuary and 
authority by means of his church connection. Father Thorning 
also wrote extensively in the Roman Catholic press, for instance 
in the Brooklyn Tablet, official organ of the Catholic Diocese of 
Brooklyn, New York, on March 25, 1939, with regard to Lawrence 
Fernsworth, a correspondent whose scrupulous reporting of the . 
facts interfered with his well-oiled pro-Franco propaganda, as 
follows: 


The evidence of Mr. Fernsworth’s connection with the Leftist govern= 
ment of Spain was gathered by agents of the British Foreign Office and 
led to his resignation from both The Times (London), and the New 
York Times. Needless to say, responsible officials of both newspapers, 
which in my judgment are unsurpassed both for integrity and news 
coverage in the English-speaking world, are heartbroken at this develop- 
ment, which must be a tragedy for Mr. Fernsworth and a blow to the 
ethics of journalism wherever honest reporting is in honor. There is a 
moral in this story for every working newspaper man, especially for those 
in foreign parts. The lesson is that it pays rich dividends in self-respect 
and opportunities for sustained employment to be a good reporter... 


Lawrence Fernsworth, whose integrity like that of Georges 
Bernanos makes him appear to be almost a man from another 
time, to vindicate his honor as a working reporter and in the cause 
of truth itself, instituted a libel suit against the Brooklyn Tablet, 
basing his suit on the article containing the above excerpt and two 
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other similar'‘articles. The defendant, Tablet Publishing Company, ~ 
Inc., stated in its answer: 

that said article was written and sent to The Tablet for publica- 
tion by a reputable correspondent, the Rev. Joseph F. Thorning, Ph.D., © 
Litt.D., Chairman of the Department of Social Sciences, Mount St. Mary’s 
College, Emmittsburg, Md., a Roman Catholic priest... . 

The Tablet, quoting letters from the British Foreign Office and 
the London Times highly appreciatory of Mr. Fernsworth’s ability 
and _ integrity, made a full retraction on October 3, 1942, and dis- 
avowed completely the charges made by the Rev. Father Joseph 
Thorning using these words: 

One of the articles published was by a correspondent writing from 
Spain and the other by an American priest not associated with The Tablet. 
The Tablet has no evidence in its possession supporting the charges made 
and is therefore happy to withdraw the charges made against Mr. Ferns- 
worth. 

Lawrence Fernsworth has written widely in British and Ameri- 
can magazines, being one of our own most valuable contributors. 
We join in The Tablet’s happiness over his vindication. At the © 
same time we stand aghast at the depths of prevarication and 
slander to which the proponents of clerical Fascism will descend 
in their efforts to lay the ecclesiastical yoke once more upon the 
spirit of man. 
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THE BRAVEST PEOPLE IN THE WORLD q 


Who are the bravest people in the world? Are they the soldiers - 
of the United Nations? The Americans on the Solomons? The ~ 
Royal Air Force over England? The defenders of Stalingrad? These ~ 
are brave, but others are braver. These fought when the issue © 
was in doubt. The others fight when their country is no longer ~ 
their country. They are the underground army of conquered 
Europe. Even braver than these, however, are those of the German 
underground. They are heroes indeed, for they fight with nothing 
against everything. They lack the comradeship of armed forces, 
even of guerrilla forces. They meet their enemy in the street, at 
the work bench, in the office, even at home. We cannot imagine 
their loneliness. 

Yes, the bravest men and women in the world today are Ger- 
mans. Keep this in mind when you are tempted by Vansittartism. 
Also keep in mind that Vansittartism, which means hatred of the 
German as such, is being fashioned into an excellent tool with 
which the imperialist West may persuade its soldiers to shoot down 
along with the Nazis these underground fighters from whose ranks 
the New Germany must be built. 


By W. S. RYCROFT 


N THE months of July and 
August The Catholic Digest 
published two articles on Pro- 
testant Missions in Latin Ameri- 
ca, one by John Erskine and the 
other by John W. White. It is 
evident that these articles—wit- 
tingly or unwittingly on the part 
of the writers—are part of what 
appears to be a campaign being 
carried on at 
present by the 
Roman Catholic 
Church in this 
country against 
Protestant work 
in Latin Ameri- 
ca. One aspect 
of this campaign 
is an attempt to 
inject the reli- 
gious issue into 
the political sit- 
uation. The 
arguments used must seem very 
plausible to those not so familiar 
with conditions in Latin Ameri- 
ca. We are grateful to Dr. 
Erskine and Mr. White there- 
fore for giving us the occasion 
of stating the case for Protestant 
issions in Latin America, and 
t the same time of answering 
Jsome of their arguments. This 
is not a controversy between 
rotestants and Roman Catho- 
ics as both these writers claim 
o be Protestants. 
As for credentials, the writer 
qas lived seventeen years in a 


... the best known and best 
loved North American in 
Brazil ...%is a Protestant mis- 
sionary, Dr. H.C. Tucker. Ask 
the Brazilian people if Dr. 
Tucker has been proselytizing 
or if he has embarrassed rela- 
tions between their country 
and the United States. 
Protestant missionaries have 
laid the foundation of the 
Good Neighbor Policy . 
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Latin America country and holds. 
a doctorate of the oldest uni- 
versity on the continent, that of 
San Marcos Lima. He has also 
travelled to practically all the 
other Latin American countries, 
visiting evangelical schools, hos- 
pitals, churches, social centers, | 
and knows something of the 
Evangelical movement of which 
they are part. 
When he reads 
such articles as 
those referred 
to he can state 
without hesita- 
tion that he has 
no fears regard- 
ing the future of 
the Protestant 
work in Latin 
America for he 
knows that it is 
firmly estab- 
lished in the hearts of thousands 
of people in most of those repub- 
lics and even though all the 
North American missionaries 
were withdrawn, it would con- 
tinue to grow, for there is a 
Latin American Protestant 
Church. But what does concern 
him is the effect that plausible 
but erroneous arguments might 
have on North Americans who 
are anxious to further the Good 
Neighbor Policy at a time like 
this, and who may not be in pos- 
session of the facts. 

Within the limits of an article 


No, 
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it is not possible to answer all of 
the points raised by Erskine and 
White, but we shall set forth 
some broad facts and principles 
which underlie the situation. 
(For previous articles answéring 
Erskine and White see The 
Christian Century, July 29, 
1942 and September 2, 1942 is- 
sues. Copies may be obtained 
from the writer or from the office 
of the magazine in question.) 

The main burden of Dr. Ers- 
kine’s article seems to be that 
Protestant work in Latin Ameri- 
ca is “pure destruction” since 
Protestant missionaries ‘“‘attempt 
to win converts from one branch 
of Christianity to another”. “In- 
stead of making friends we give 
offense.” 

We cannot refrain from re- 
marking that Erskine seems to 
be more of an authority on 
“Helen of Troy’ than on condi- 
tions in Latin America, especi- 
ally religious conditions there. 
Let some Latin Americans—and 
Argentines at that—speak. For 
instance, Juan B. Teran, one 
time Rector of the University of 
Tucuman, wrote in La Salude de 
la America Espanola (p. 67): 

How strange, then, that we can 
say that even today there is to be 
found in Hispano-American senti- 
mentality, something of fetishism, a 
lack of spirituality, a clinging to 
ritualistic exteriorization, and gross- 
ly demonic beliefs that a superficial 
Christianization at the time of the 
conquest never extirpated! ... The 
conversion of America (Latin Ameri- 
ca) to Christianity was not achieved 
during the conquest and is a pro- 
cess still unfinished. (p. 69). As for 
the upper classes of society, they 
give the impression of being men 
who are strangers to any religious 
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quest, believing it to be a matter 
for women. (p. 68) 

One of the greatest men of 
letters in Argentina today is 
Ricardo Rojas, ex-rector of the 
University of Buenos Aires. In 
his famous book El Cristo In- 
visible he says, “In all Spanish 
America there exists neither the — 
habit, nor the taste, nor the un- 
derstanding of these problems 
(religious). In some countries, 
as in ours, for example, (Argen- i 
tina) there never has been any 
true religious quest.” (p. 262) i 

Rojas is a Roman Catholic, — 
but of course, a liberal. He, and | | 
many other liberals, have bee 
persecuted by the Catholic 
Church for their beliefs, not in | 
the name of Christianity but in | 
the name of a monopoly of reli- | 
gion in South America, which 
John Erskine advocates. 

If, as Dr. Erskine says, “the | 
countries there are tolerant to 
all religions, quite as tolerant | 
as the United States”, why is he 
so worried about the extension 
of Protestant sects? He ee | 
to think it is a good thing ta)! 
give freedom of action to | 
Roman Catholic Church as well) 
as the Protestant Church in the 
United States, even though it is 
a predominantly Protestant! 
country. Why then should there 
be any objection to a Protestant | 
Church in_ predominantly 
Roman Catholic countries? We 
venture to say that Dr. Erskine 
does not understand the prin: ; 
ciple of religious freedom, whicl | . 
Mr. Roosevelt says is one of tht) 
freedoms we are fighting for |, 
Nor does he seem to have reat | 
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Latin American history very 
deeply, for there he would find 
that it is a story of a continual 
struggle against the Roman 
Catholic Church for freedom, 
religious freedom and even poli- 
tical freedom. Francisco Bilbao, 
famous Chilean writer during 
the last century said that “the 
conduct of the Church (Roman 
Catholic) at the beginning was 
hostile, profoundly hostile to the 
independence movement. After- 
wards, when it saw the move- 
ment was triumphing it became 
‘patriotic’.”” (“La America en 
peligro”, p. 63) 

Mr. White would have us be- 
lieve that at the time of their 
winning independence from 
Spain, the Spanish-speaking 
countries ‘‘also established free- 
dom of worship for those who 
did not care to associate them- 
selves with the Catholic 
Church”. He does not seem to 
know that in some countries re- 
ligious freedom was only won 
after a bitter struggle. In Peru 
this was as late as 1915, just 
seven years before I went there. 
Not only was the right to hold 
non-Catholic worship denied but 
also the right to burial in ceme- 
teries and the right to marriage 
according to the Protestant faith. 
A friend who lived in Ecuador 
some thirty years ago remem- 
bers having seen the body of a 
Protestant thrown into a field, 
because one had to be a Catho- 
lic to be buried in consecrated 
ground. David Trumbull who 
went to Chile made it part of 
his life work to bring about a 
change in the laws prohibiting 
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Protestant marriages and burials 
in that country. Some day the 
complete story of the fight for 
religious freedom in Latin 
America will be told and then 
there will be no excuse for 
newspapermen and _ professors 
not knowing the real facts. 

.The controversy raised here 
seems to hinge on the question 
of whether or not the Protestant 
Church has a right to send mis- 
sionaries to Latin America, and 
this, obviously is one aspect of 
the question of religious free- 
dom. In answer to Erskine’s ar- 
ticle in The Catholic Digest, 
The Christian Century signi- 
ficantly entitled its leading 
article “Religious Liberty or 
Monopoly?’’ Those are the 
alternatives. How strange it is 
that the Roman Catholic hier- 
archy should be making such an 
appeal these days for liberty of 
worship in Russia when it sup- 
pressed it in Spain and seeks 
constantly to do the same in 
Latin America, and yet it is not 
so strange in view of its concept 
of religious liberty. Oh yes, 
political constitutions in Latin 
America grant freedom of wor- 
ship now, but one could give 
many instances—and recent 
ones—where the Roman Church. 
through its agents, has violated 
this principle. 

The United States is a Pro- 
testant country, that is, the ma- 
jority of church-going people 
belong to the Protestant Church. 
And yet, the Roman Catholic 
Church enjoys every freedom 
and even sets men aside to try 
and persuade Protestants to be- 
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come Catholics. Why should 
Protestants not enjoy the same 
freedom where the Rornan 
Catholic Church is predominant? 
Erskine and White would prob- 
ably reply that Latin America 
is different because the people 
are all Roman Catholics down 
there. They say it is “prosely- 
tizing of the worst form”. Per- 
haps our Roman Catholic friends 
have taken advantage of Erskine 
and White in getting them to 
make this charge, because they 
could not, in all seriousness, 
make it themselves. One would 
imagine after reading the two 


articles mentioned that Protes- - 


tants spend their time at the 
doors of the Catholic Churches 
in Latin America trying to per- 
suade those inside to come out 
and attend their Protestant ser- 
vices. I have visited many Pro- 
testant Churches, schools, and 
hospitals in Latin America and 
have met hundreds of Protestant 
missionaries. Not one of the lat- 
ter, as far as I know, tries to per- 
suade any person who is attend- 
ing the Roman Catholic Church 
to leave that church and join 
the Protestant Church. 

As a matter of fact, a very 
large percentage of North Ameri- 
can missionaries are engaged in 
educational work. This has been 
one of the greatest contributions 
North America has made to her 
sister republics and it is not an 
exaggeration to say that some of 
the Protestant schools are the 
finest to be found in Latin 
America. Let our friends do a 
little investigating rather than 
rely on hearsay. Let them visit 
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some of the Presbyterian, Metho- 
dist or Episcopalian or Baptist 
schools. They will see what 
splendid work these institutions 
are doing and how many promi- 
nent men in public life have 
been educated within their 
wails. They will also learn that 
Protestant schools have played 
a large part in molding the edu- 
cational systems of the Latin 
American nations. In the last 
seventy-five years the Protes- 
tants have done more for educa- 
tion in Brazil, for example, than 
the Roman Catholics have done 
in four hundred. 

Let our fellow Protestants 
Erskine and White investigate 
thoroughly the work of the Pro- 
testant Church in Latin America 
and they will be surprised. Let 
them talk to Dr. H. C. Tucker 
who has labored for fifty-six 
years in Brazil. If they should 
ask who is the best known and 
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best-loved North American in 


Brazil they will not be told he 
is some businessman, or news- 
paperman or even a diplomat 
but that he is a Protestant mis- 
sionary called Dr. Tucker, who 
has poured out his life in love 
and sacrifice for the Brazilian 
people. What does Brazil not 
owe to this one man who went 
to Brazil in 1886 when Dom 
Pedro was still emperor? Ask 
the Brazilian people if Dr. Tuc- 
ker has been proselytizing or if 
he has embarrassed relations 
between their country and the 
United States. No, Protestant 
missionaries have laid the foun- 
dation of the Good Neighbor 
Policy for their have interpreted 
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North American culture to the 
Latin American -peoples and 
have gone out of their way to 
render disinterested service and 
to counteract the harm done by 
other types of North Americans. 

Not many months ago we re- 
ceived a letter from a North 
American businessman in Sao 
Paulo who said, “I have been in 
Brazil only eight months work- 
ing for the above firm, but one 
of the most impressive things I 
have found in my short time 
here is the high quality of the 
Protestant missionary staff and 
work here in Brazil. I am con- 
vinced that the Protestant mis- 
sionary enterprise here is one 
of the finest expressions of Good 
Neighborliness. It is also one of 
the few genuine representatives 
of the best type of North Ameri- 
can life.” 

In his most recent and excel- 
lent book Argentina—The Life 
Story of a Nation Mr. White has 
an interesting chapter called 
“The Psychology of Revolution”’’. 
He explains the revolutionary 
cycle—idealist concept, realiza- 
tion, deception—a cycle which 
has been going on ever since the 
southern republics won their in- 
dependence. Even honest and 
sincere leaders, once they get 
into power, become poisoned and 
corrupt. South Americans, says 
White, are always enthusiastic 
about the next revolution, for 
this is going to be different from 
the others. They sometimes pin 
their faith on to one man, believ- 
ing that he can change every- 
thing. The outstanding example 
is that of Irigoyen in Argentina. 
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Liberal, democratic, high- 
minded Irigoyen was a failure 
and his failure as the leader of 
the Radical Party has put back 
the political clock in Argentina 
forty years, says White. In other 
words, democracy, honest gov- 
ernment and _ self-government 
depend largely on the people 
themselves. Without common 
honesty, mutual trust between 
citizens and sincerity in the af- 
fairs of life you cannot have de- 
mocracy. 

In Peru Jorge Guillermo Leg- 
uia was, until his untimely death 
in 1934, one of the outstanding 
historians of his country. A 
nephew of President Leguia he 
opposed much of what the latter 
stood for during the dictatorship. 
The writer once asked Jorge 
Guillermo, who was a colleague 
at the time, what Peru needed 
most if it was to achieve any real 
progress. He replied, “the for- 
mation of a moral conscience, for 
it can be said that there is prac- 
tically none in Peru”. That is 
what the Protestant movement 
stands for and is working tow- 
ards. A friend who is thoroughly 
acquainted with missionary 
work in many parts of the world 
recently returned from Brazil 
and told the writer that he was 
simply amazed at the growth 
and prestige of the Protestant 
church there. It is one of the 
most. vital Christian movements 
in the world today. He said that 
Protestantism is bringing a new 
spirit and a new attitude to life. 
People are beginning to trust 
each other and to be more hon- 
est in their dealings with one 
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another as they are transformed 
by a transcendent loyalty to 
Christ in their daily lives. 

Mr. White is correct when he 
says that ‘‘democracy, as it is 
understood in the United States 
never has existed in the South 
American republics, with the ex- 
ception of Colombia and Uru- 
guay.” He is also right in saying 
that the governments are either 
oligarchies of the wealthy land- 
lords or they are military dic- 
tatorships. It is the masses of 
the people who long for social 
and economic justice and who 
are looking now to the United 
States for leadership in demo- 
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that the power of the wealthy — 
oligarchies is bolstered up by the — 
conservatives and the Roman 
Catholic Church, which itself is 


a large landowner. 


South America achieved poli-— 


tical independence from Spain 
and Portugal but it cannot be 


said that its peoples are free. 


The larger freedom, the freedom 
of the spirit, is still to be won. 


It is Protestantism, through the 


agency of Protestant mission- 
aries and national workers, that — 


has been sowing the idea in 


Latin America that the soul of 
freedom is the freedom of the 


soul. Without the Protestant 


witness Latin America will © 


cracy. Mr. White omitted to say never achieve democracy. 


“There will be no international policy till the Common Man, whom — 
“A form of | 
government representative of the Common Man, i.e., of the Just Man, is, | 


some call Christ, takes it in hand,” writes Dr. L. P. Jacks. 


as yet, unborn. Democracy, though travelling in that direction, now under 
the lash of war, is still far from the goal. Even when dealing with their 


own citizens democracies are not always just, and when dealing one with © 
another can be as unjust as any other form of government. What greater — 


injustice, what fouler betrayal was ever inflicted by one democracy on 
another than France inflicted on Britain, in June, 1940? .. .” 


“Will our next experiment,” he asks later, “fare better than the ill 
fated entente? To appoint the United States and Great Britain joint con- 
trollers of overwhelming powers—would that ensure the peace of the 
world? I think it more likely to imperil the growing unity of the American — 
and British peoples—that bright augury for the coming ascendancy of 
the Common Man. Would you have the nations quarrel? Make them the 
joint keepers of overwhelming power. Would you have power misused? 
Make it overwhelming, and wait for the moment when it overwhelms its 
keepers. Peace has no fellowship with power politics.” 

—L. P. Jacks. 
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PASTOR LEARNS FROM RED SOLDIERS 


‘+t nHE MAJORITY of Russian war prisoners with whom I had 

ik occasion to converse are young people who have only recently 
completed their military training. Hence, they are the youth, the 
product of the present Soviet order who know about capitalism 
only from the stories of their parents. They only hazily remem- 
ber the years of famine and the difficulties of the restoration period. 


“Although the youth have grown up without religion, I regret 
to admit that morally they stand immeasurably higher than 
our youth. This fact cannot be explained away by the peculiarities 
of the Russian soul. Apparently in twenty years that elapsed since 
the Bolsheviks came to power, a great internal change took place 
among the Russian people. 


“This irrefutable fact leads me to believe that it is precisely the 
economic system of capitalism that is the bitterest enemy of real 
Christianity and the change in the psychology of 170,000,000 peo- 
ple about which I am speaking, has its direct roots in the no less 
colossal turning point which its economic structure underwent. I 
must inform my possible opponents that I observed that the 
psychology of all the war prisoners was the same although they 
come from different parts of the country, often separated from one 
another by hundreds and even thousands of kilometres. 


“T noted the strongly expressed feeling of comradeship which 
helps them better endure their captivity and makes egoism of the 
individual impossible. Although they. have gotten to know one 
another but recently, they share equally all packages and presents. 
It is interesting to note that one and all they fully defend Stalin’s 
policy. 


“Tt cost me no little effort to argue with them for in this sphere 
they really understand matters and are excellently orientated. As 
an individual I was very close to them. 


“They are simple, frank, and honest people who are not afraid 
of self-criticism and are remarkable for their social convictions 
which have much in common with real Christianity. 


“Each one is so strongly imbued with his idea and sense of 
integrity that I must admit: I can give them nothing. We can all 
learn from them.” 


—A Swiss Pastor 
in “Nacion,” Zurich. 


WAR-CRIME AND PUNISHMENT 


By HEINZ POL 


EVERAL WEEKS ago Presi- 
dent Roosevelt issued a 
statement in which he said that 
the war criminals of the Axis 
powers would be judged by a 
United Nations Commission once 
the war was over. Although 
President Roosevelt did not 
name any par- 
ticular member 
of the Axis his 
reference to the 
multiple .crimes 
which are con- 
stantly being 
committed 
against the ci- 
vilian popula- 
tion of the oc- 
cupied countries 
of Europe made 
it clear that 
foremost in his 
mind was Hitler 
Germany. 

At the same time his state- 
ment emphasized that there is no 
intention to resort to mass re- 
prisals against the German peo- 
ple proper. Punishment will be 
limited to the “ring leaders”’ 
who are directly responsible for 
the unspeakable cruelties in- 
flicted on innocent victims in 
the course of barbaric Nazi war- 
fare. 

Simultaneously a debate took 
place in the House of Commons 
in London in which it was an- 
nounced by Government repre- 


The ruthlessness of total 
warfare —conceived by the 
German Army decades before 
Hitler came to power—is the 
indispensable tool of German 
super-imperialism. The com- 
plete destruction of the Nazi 
and army machine can be 
accomplished only by revolu- 
tionary action on the part of 
the German people, breaking 
the power of big industry and 
the Junkers and purging the 
ranks of the intelligentsia. 


—The German people must 


punish their own war criminals. 


sentatives that a list of “Tring 
leaders” who would be sen- 
tenced after the war was already 
in preparation. Here, too, it was 
stressed that the Allies did not 
intend to punish the German 
people. 

Only a few days later the 
Soviet Govern- 
ment expressed 
its agreement 
with President 
Roosevelt’s de- 
claration, but 
proposed that 
the procedure 
be started at 
once,” (wi Gh 
Rudolf Hess — 
already in the 
hands of the 
British — as the 
first to be tried. 

These state- 
ments emanating from Wash- 
ington, London, and Moscow 
are extremely significant. Their 
meaning is both substantial and 
propagandistic. In principle, the 
highest ranking spokesmen of 
the United Nations have drawn 
a strict line between the present 
regime in Germany and the Ger- 
man people. Propagandistically, 
this solemn proclamation may 
be of far-reaching consequences 
for a post-war Germany. Goeb- 
bels’ propaganda machinery has, 
of course, attempted to distort 
and ridicule it. But his frantic 
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forts to tell the German peo- 
le that they must, of necessity, 
e in favor of Hitler and the 
ontinuation of the war because, 
* defeated, they will either per- 
h or be enslaved — making 
em believe that the United 
ations mean all Germans when 
ey speak of the Nazis—these 
orts will be of no avail as 
ng as the Allied propaganda 
ntinues to call these war cri- 
inal statements to the minds 
the German people. 

However, irrespective of their 
eep significance and propagan- 
istic value it seems to me that 
e war criminal issue is not an 
olated problem and deserves 
be viewed from a broader 
ngle. For it can only be one 
hase in a long process. If we 
art punishing the war crimi- 
als before certain preliminary 
nditions have been fulfilled 
ne chances are that the events 
vhich occurred after November 
918 will repeat themselves. 
What happened after 1918? 
he Allies put forth the claim 
r extradition of the war crimi- 
als of Germany and her allies. 
n February 7, 1920, the first list 
f approximately 900 names was 
anded over. It began with the 
<aiser and ended with non- 
mmissioned officers and pri- 
‘ates who were accused of acts 
ntradictory to the internation- 
lly recognized rules of warfare. 
‘he list had been compiled 
uperficially and in haste. It 
amed men who were supposed 
o have committed atrocities in 
elgium or France at a time 
then they had served at the 
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Russian front or in Asia Minor. 

But when the handing over of 
the list was announced in Ger- 
many, a storm of indignation 
broke loose. This public out- 
break had been carefully pre- 
pared by the same forces which 
immediately after the Armistice 
began to shout that not only 
was Germany not solely guilty, 
but carried no _ responsibility 
whatsoever for the outbreak of 
the World War. 

These forces were the same 
which, before and during the 
War of 1914-18 occupied stra- 
tegic positions: the _ officers 
corps, the heavy industry, the 
landed property, the upper and 
middle Government bureau- 
cracy, the nationalist leaders of 
the bourgeois elite of. the coun- 
try, such as judges, high school 
professors, teachers. 

They all had come through the 
overthrow of the Empire and 
the proclamation of the Repub- 
lic without a scratch. Not only 
that, but they were allowed to 
keep their powerful positions 
and possessions. A large part 
of the younger officers found a 
suitable field of activity in the 
countless free corps which the 
Republican Government  per- 
mitted to be formed; the others 
received their pensions and had 
plenty of leisure to start pre- 
paring the next world war. 

All of them realized that the 
clarification of the war guilt 
question would most likely 
mean the end of their power. For 
in November 1918, the German 
people were clamoring for the 
culprits who had driven them 


22 THE PROTESTANT Oct.-Nov. 


into the war. “Down with the 
regime!”’ they shouted. “‘We have 
been cheated and deceived!” 
was the slogan of the day. Con- 
sequently everything had to be 
done to prevent the truth from 
leaking out. A gigantic press 
and propaganda campaign was 
set in motion which produced 
veritable mountains of books 
and pamphlets and organized 
countless protest meetings, all 
the while hammering into the 
minds of the German people 
that they had become victims of 
a perfidious war of aggression, 
and that the question of war 
guilt should place the enemies 
on trial. 

One of the first Germans to 
“unmask the war guilt lie’ and 
to spread the “truth about the 
war crimes” was a certain Major 
Otto von Stuelpnagel. During 
the War he had been a member 
of the General Staff, and worked 
in a division in charge of con- 
scripting workers in the oc- 
cupied territories. This division 
was in close touch with the 
leaders of German industry who 
used it as a clearing office for 
the supply of fresh labor. In 
1916 and 1917 Stuelpnagel’s di- 
vision organized the slave labor 
battalions composed of Belgiar 
and French workers, both male 
and female. During the Easter 
Holidays of 1916, he ordered the 
arrest of 25,000 young men and 
women in Lille in the middle of 
the night in order to have them 
transported to Germany. 

The Armistice had hardly 
been signed when, in collabora- 
tion with the dissolved, but il- 


\did burn entire villages and ~ 


! 
| 
legally functioning General Staff < 
and a number of legally formed: 
nationalist leagues, he began to»? 
organize a tremendous campaign : 
in order to prove that, while - 
certain incidents not fully in ac-’ 
cord with the international war 
rules laid down at The Hague ® 
had been provoked by “military” 
necessities,” German officers had - 
at all times during the war con- ; 
ducted themselves in an exem- 
plary manner. 

In addition, Stuelpnagel andi ; 
his collaborators literally flood- - 
ed the country with every type - 
of printed material which “re- | 
vealed” the most flagrant viola- ; 
tions and crimes allegedly com- 
mitted by the British, French ; 
and Americans. (Today Major 
von Stuelpnagel is a General, ; 
and Commander in Chief of the 
German occupation forces in 
France. And many others who 
helped to keep the truth from 
the German people and instead - 
planted the seed for a war of. 
revenge in their hearts have 
made _ similarly spectacular 
careers. ) 

But — one might argue — did ~ 
not the Allied propaganda du-— 
ring the first World War grossly — 
exaggerate the atrocities com- 
mitted by the Germans? There 
is some truth in that. On the 
other hand there existed certain , 
irrefutable facts and incidents. 
which warranted an investiga- 
tion. The German army did take 
and shoot hostages; in Belgium 
alone 6,000 were executed. They 


towns as reprisals for acts of 
sabotage. They did organize 
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slave labor. German: industry 
did steal private property, es- 
pecially machines and tools. And 
/ there were dozens of proclama- 
tions like the one by General 
von der Goltz, first Governor of 
occupied Belgium, dated Octo- 
ber 5, 1914: 


“In Andenne, localities situ- 

ated in the neighborhood of 
§ places where acts of destruction 
on the railways or telegraph 
lines have taken place will be 
pitilessly punished whether they 
are guilty or not. With this ob- 
ject hostages will be taken in all 
4 localities in the neighborhood of 
4 railways exposed to attack. On 
4 the first attempt against the rail- 
way, telegraph or telephone 
lines, these hostages will im- 
mediately be shot.” 

How was it possible that the 
} same groups which were at least 
partly responsible for the out- 
| break of the World War and for 
the numerous outrages con- 
tinued their harmful activities 
jafter the defeat, now that a 
i democratic Republic had re- 
placed the Hohenzollern Mon- 
archy? The truth is known to 
} many, and yet it cannot be re- 
peated often enough: the new 
} men who began to rule over the 
jnew Germany in November, 
} 1918 were either weaklings or 
| traitors to their own cause. The 
first Social-Democratic Presi- 
| dent of the Reich, Fritz Ebert, 
| stated in all frankness that he 
| “hated the revolution like pois- 
fon.” And after the Armistice 
| when German troops marched 
| into Berlin he greeted them with 


‘a 
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the words: “You return unde- 
feated.”’ 

From the first day of their 
rule the leaders of the German 
Republic made a pact with the 
nationalist officers seeking their 
protection from a “too radical 
revolution.” And when they 
made this alliance and also gave 
the heavy industry and_ the. 
landed property to understand 
that their power would remain 
intact, they became the priso- 
ners of all reactionary forces 
in Germany. 

No wonder, then, that in Re- 
publican Germany, where the 
new rulers marched hand in 
glove with the former masters, 
the propaganda against the re- 
cognition of Germany’s war guilt 
and the extradition of her war 
criminals received official ap- 
proval and support. Reich Presi- 
dent Ebert proclaimed: “In Au- 
gust 1914 the German people 
went to war merely in defense 
of the threatened frontiers of 
the Fatherland.” This attitude 
justified all outrages by imply- 
ing that they had served a pure- 
ly defensive purpose. And when 
the bankrupt generals Hinden- 
burg and Ludendorff were tried 
before an Investigating Com- 
mission of the Reichstag on the 
question of the war guilt, a 
parade was staged in their honor 
and they were showered under 
bouquets of flowers. It was mad- 
ness, but it had method. 

The violent demonstrations of 
protest in February 1920, when 
the Allies handed over their ex- 
tradition list, caused the states- 
men in Paris and London to drop 
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their claims. Instead, they de- 
cided to accept the offer of the 
German Government to have 
the accused tried in German 
courts. 

The month of May 1920 saw 
the beginning of a preposterous 
farce staged at the Supreme 
Court of Leipzig whose judges 
were reactionary and chauvinis- 
tic to the marrow. From the 
beginning it was clear that they 
would never carry out an objec- 
tive investigation. But the cli- 
max occurred at a meeting of 
German lawyers at Bamberg 
where the following resolution 
was adopted: 

“For the first time since the 
War the United German Law- 
yers, Solicitors, Judges, Notaries, 
Public Prosecutors, Teachers 
and Administrators of the Law 
from all parts of the German 
nation have come together again. 
To their intense grief and indig- 
nation the German Supreme 
Court of Justice has been forced 
to exert its influence and full 
power of authority in inflicting 
punishments upon men belong- 
ing to the German army, whilst 
the most serious offenses done 
to justice and humanity on the 
part of our enemies are not even 
looked into. This mode of deal- 
ing with a nation belonging to 
the European community is an 
affront to justice and equity, a 
wrong which can never be re- 
dressed.” 

Delegates of the French and 
British Governments attended 
the session during which the 
initial 45 cases were being tried. 
The first trials and acquittals 
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prompted French Prime Mini- 
ster Aristide Briand to recall his’ 
delegates. In the Paris Cham- 
ber of Deputies Briand declared 
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literally: “(Germany pretends te | 


administer justice. But the 
French Government regrets te 
say that the presence of our 
delegates at Leipzig is to no pur— 


pose at all, the proceedings being® | ; 
a mere farce.” This is precisely” | 


what they were. ; 

The British delegation showed. 
more perseverance. And in or- 
der to impress public opinion in 
England, 


years of prison the two sub- 
marine officers Boldt and Ditt- 
mar who not only had torpedoed 
a British hospital ship but had 


also ordered their men to fire at | 
the lifeboats. The British dele- | 


gation were satisfied and left. 
Several weeks later the two of- 
ficers were released from jail 


though the official version was | 


that they had “escaped.” They 
were, of course, never caught 
again. They soon were in active 
service. Today both Boldt and 
Dittmar are Admirals... 

The Supreme Court dealt with: 
altogether nine cases. Five de- 
fendants were acquitted, two 
others were sentenced to short 


prison terms which they never | 


served. Instead they were féted 
as national heroes. All national- 
ist and fascist leagues, from the 
Steel Helmets to the SA, prided 
themselves on assigning to these 
acquitted war criminals leading 
posts in their organizations. 

A “counter list” of Allied war 
criminals containing several 


the Supreme Court | 
actually sentenced to several | 
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_ thousand names was soon pre- 
pared. Since the Allies after the 
undignified comedy of Leipzig 
preferred to drop the whole is- 
sue, Berlin “generously” re- 
frained from publishing the 
names on the German “counter 
list.” 

The French Government was 
the only one to sentence a num- 
ber of German officers in con- 
tumaciam. When in the sum- 
mer of 1940 war criminal Von 
Stuelpnagel marched into Paris 
one of his first acts was to invite 
all surviving war criminals of 
the First World War to the fa- 
mous Maxim’s restaurant where 
a monster dinner was held in 
celebration of this event. 

Today, the situation is basi- 
cally the same as it was some 23 
years ago. The fact that the Nazi 
regime (together with the re- 
sponsible leaders of the German 
army) has committed a thou- 
sand times more and worse 
crimes than the German Empire 
and its army does not alter the 
issue. The theory of total war- 
fare—conceived by the German 
General Staff decades before 
Hitler came to power—calls for 
utter cruelty and ruthlessness 
toward the enemy, whether he 
be a military or civilian. And 
this theory is the indispensable 
tool of German super-imperial- 
ism which was developed during 
the past fifty years by the repre- 
sentatives of numerically small, 
but extremely powerful groups 
in Germany. The totally inade- 
quate revolution of 1918 did 
nothing to break the power of 
these groups. As long as their 
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influence prevails) German 
super-imperialism, and with it 
total warfare, will continue to 
terrorize the world, Nazis or no 
Nazis. 

Therefore the problem of pun- 
ishing the war criminals de- 
pends largely on what will 
happen in Germany after she 
has been defeated. While the 
Nazi hierarchy and the German 
army can and will be brought 
to their knees by a military vic- 
tory of the United Nations, the 
complete destruction of the Nazi 
and army machine can be ac- 
complished only by a revolu- 
tionary act carried out by the 
German people,—an act which 
will strike at the roots of the 
evil by also breaking the poli- 
tical and economic power of big 
industry and the Junkers and, - 
last but not least, by radically 
purging the ranks of the intel- 
ligentsia, i.e. by eliminating a 
great number of teachers, pro- 
fessors, judges, lawyers, admini- 
strators. 

If this coming revolution were 
able to destroy the material and 
spiritual foundations of Ger- 
many’s super-imperialism and 
create a basis for a real New 
Order I would not be surprised 
if the question of punishing the 
war criminals would be settled 
of its own account: for during 
the course of such a revolution 
not only the great majority of 
war criminals would be liqui- 
dated but at the same time those 
men who are guilty of the gra- 
vest crimes toward the German 
people. 
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By H. RUTLEDGE SOUTHWORTH 
HE ROAD from Buenos Aires 
to Berlin does not run 

straight to the Axis capital. It 

runs from Buenos Aires to Ma- 
drid, the capital of Hispanidad, 
thence to Hitler’s Berlin. The 


not exclusive like Nazi racism, 
but equally brutal with dissent- 
ers. The union of Hispanic lands 
is not of itself an evil idea, or an 
anti-democratic idea. But Spain, 
like all other countries, has both 


pro-Fascists of 
Argentina are 
not. primarily 
concerned with 
an extension of 
the influence of 
Hitler’s National 
Socialism; their 
fundamental in- 
terest is in an 
extension of the 
influenceof 
Franco’s His- 
panidad. 
However, they 
believe, and 
with reason, 
that the survival 
of Spanish and 
Argentine reac- 
tion (and their 
imperialist pro- 
grams) depend 
on a Nazi vic- 
tory over the 


So long as Hispanidad re- 
mains in the hands of Madrid, 
so long will the Spanish- 
Argentine Axis remain a 
threat. Any help given by of- 
ficial Washington toward 
maintaining the fascist re- 
gime in Madrid undermines 
continental solidarity by re- 
inforcing the power of fascist 
Hispanidad in the Americas 
... Nor will any scheme to 
replace the Phalanx in Spain 
with clericals and monarchists 
remove the threat. The ties 
that bind Castillo and his 
crowd with Spain come more 
from the clerical-monarchist 
factions than from the Phal- 
angist adventurers. Hispani- 
dad remains an anti-demo- 
cratic force until Spain is in 
the hands of democrats. 


slave and free 
traditions. His- 
panidad, as a 
political force in 
the world today, 
in the hands of 
Spanish (and 
Argentine) 
Phalangists and 
reactionaries, is 
represent- 
ative of Spain’s 
slave traditions, 
and is gambling 
on an Axis vic- 
tory for its sur- 
vival. 

The cult of 
Hispanidad has 
beenlinked 
with Argentina 
more intimately 
than with any 
other Spanish - 
American coun- 


Four Freedoms. Believing in a 
world where the few dominate 
the many, they see Hispanidad 
as their ideology for the Spanish 
Gau in the Nazi Welt. 

The word Hispanidad is used 
to denominate all those lands 
and peoples under the influence 
of Iberian culture, be the influ- 
ence racial, religious, linguistic 
or traditional. It is inclusive, 


try. Father Zacarias de Viz- 
carra, who coined the word, was 
a Spanish priest in Argentina. 
The man who gave literary dig- 
nity to the idea of Hispanidad, 
Ramiro de Maeztu, was Spanish 
Ambassador to Argentina dur- 
ing the rule of Dictator Primo de 
Rivera. On his return to Spain, 
Maeztu began writing a series of 
articles on Hispanidad, which 
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were incorporated in book form 
in 1934 as The Defense of His- 
panidad. (This book, among 
other things, was an attack on 
Anglo - American civilization 
and proclaimed the “new re- 
gimes” of Italy and Germany 
the sole hope for the salvation of 
Spanish culture.) A few months 
after the book was published, 
the Spanish Primate, Cardinal 
Goma y Tomas, publicly espous- 
ed Maeztu’s ideas before the 
vast throngs at the International 
, Eucharistic Congress in Buenos 
Aires on Columbus Day. The 
| Primate pictured Hispanidad as 
a weapon against liberalism, 
| North America, high finance, 
' socialism and Protestantism. 

The potentialities of the idea 
/ were immediately apparent to 
the ruling class of Argentina, 
| who saw in it a weapon to main- 
tain themselves in power, to 


-) fight the financial might and the 


- political ideas of North America, 
and to increase the power of 


‘7 Argentina in the Hispanic world. 
i= From the start, there were im- 


plicit in the Hispanidad idea 
| certain imperialist possibilities. 
' It is not surprising that the idea 
took its firmest American roots 
- in the very country whose domi- 
-nant class felt imperialist 
| yearnings most strongly and 
| who had historically a fertile 
_ field for irredentist propaganda 
in connection with the Falk- 
lands, the Eastern shore of the 
Plata and elsewhere. 

When the war in Spain came 
in 1936, the idea of Hispanidad, 
adopted by a Fascist imperialism, 
became the action of the Spanish 
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Phalanx. Official Argentine at 
once ranged itself with Fascist, 
anti-democratic Hispanidad. It 
was the Argentine delegate to 
the League of Nations who led 
the fight against the Spanish 
Republic at Geneva in 1936. 
Since that date, Argentine offic- 
ialdom and Argentine conserva- 
tism. have proclaimed them- 
selves the archchampions of 
Franco in the Spanish-speaking 
world. The Argentine diploma- 
tic corps, which in Argentina as 
in other countries, mirrors faith- 
fully the mentality of the ruling 
class, has been fawningly pro- 
Franco. 

The official cultural and eco- — 
nomic bonds between Spain and 
Argentina are closer now than at 
any time since Argentina drove 
out Spanish rule. The Argentine 
Government is promoting an in- 
tellectual alliance with Spain 
through scholarships, student 
exchanges, cultural missions and 
special schools. Spain is recipro- 
cating in this work. Both gov- 
ernments know that when Ar- 
gentina achieves “spiritual un- 
derstanding” with Fascist Spain, 
Argentine too will be Fascist. 

The Argentine Government 
has also sent a _ considerable 
quantity of oats, barley, wheat, 
corn, and cotton over to Spain on 
credit since 1939. Exactly how 
much has been sent to Spain, the 
Argentine Government has 
never dared to make public, a 
fact indicating how little popu- 
larity the project has with the 
Argentine people. In July, the 
well-known Buenos Aires news- 
paper La Prensa, protesting the 
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lack of information given to the 
people regarding shipments to 
Spain, estimated from unofficial 
sources that'Spain had received 
from Argentina the following: 
1,340,000 tons of wheat; 350,000 
tons of corn; 15,000 tons of bar- 
ley; 15,000 tons of oats; 120,000 
tons of cotton fibres; a million 
pesos worth of meat. These are 
small amounts compared with 
the large flow of U.S. supplies to 
our allies, but they make a sig- 
nificant total in view of Argen- 
tine resources and shipping faci- 
lities. It is Argentina’s contri- 
bution which, in all probability, 
has given Franco the margin 
above starvation rations needed 
to keep his regime in power. 
There is also every reason to be- 
lieve that some of these ship- 
ments have found their way to 
Hitler, or that they have re- 
placed Spanish goods handed 
over to Hitler. This Argentine 
policy vis-a-vis Spain has now 
been cemented into a long-term 
trade treaty which © enables 
Spain to receive still more Ar- 
gentine products and pay ata 
postponed date. 

In the northern Argentine city 
of Salta on September 16, Pres- 
ident Ramén Castillo of Argen- 
tina and his Foreign Minister 
Ruiz Guifiazu officially recog- 
nized the cult of Hispanidad by 
public attendance at the First 
Congress of Hispanic-American 
Culture. The purpose of this 
congress and the records of the 
men behind it give special sig- 
nificance to the presence of 
Argentina’s two leading public 
officials. 
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Let us look at the historical 
development of the Congress. ' 
In 1941 there was founded in * 


Madrid an Hispanic-American '} 


Cultural Association. The pre- 
sident of its executive commit- 
tee was Daniel Garcia Mansilla, 
who was Argentine Ambassador 
to Spain when the war broke 
out there in 1936 and immedi- 
ately showed himself pro-Franco 
and pro-Fascist. Shortly after 
the Association’s founding, Mgr. | 
Roberto J. Tavella, Archbishop 
of Salta and a fervent Fran- 
quista, announced plans for a 
Congress of Hispanidad to be 
held in Salta. The president of 
the Organizing Commission was 
this same Garcia Mansilla. 
Among the others on the Com- 
mission were Gustavo Martinez 
Zuviria and Juan Carlos Gov- 
eneche. Martinez Zuviria is the 


head of the Argentine National | 


Library and, under the pen- 
name of Hugo Wast, the author 
of one of the most viciously 
anti-Semitic novels in the Span- 
ish language. He had also been 
honored with the post of head of 
the Commission of Press and 
Publicity of the Eucharistic Con- 
gress at which Goma gave his 
blessing to the doctrines of His- 
panidad. Juan Carlos Goyeneche 
is one of the leading pro-Fas- 
cists of Argentina. Still another 
member of the Commission was 
Federico Ruiz Guinazt, son of 
Argentina’s Foreign Minister. 
Mer. Tavella made this state- 
ment. about the Congreso de 
Hispanidad: “To whom rather 
than to Spain should we turn 
our eyes in these days of unrest 
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and commotion? To the Anglo- 
Saxon countries? Their power is 
declining, wasted through deep 
and fundamental errors. The 
Germanic countries, of a hard 
and materialist philosophy, are 
not of our manner of being and 
feeling. Of Russia, there is not 
even any need to talk. What is 
there left, then, in the world, 
with serene, unchanging values, 
long traditions and a never- 
denied greatness? For us, for 
the Argentines, Spain is the 
spiritual mother who gave birth 
to our understanding and to our 
Christian civilization.” 

Hispanidad, however, was 
closely linked with the Franco 
Government. The Argentine 
Government, playing up _ its 
“nationalist” and ‘neutral’ 
position to stop pro-Allied pro- 
paganda, was forced to discour- 
age all movements that could be 
classed as ‘“foreign-inspired.” 
For this reason, Mgr. Tavella 
changed the name of the meet- 
ing to the Congress of Hispanic- 
American Culture. The pro- 
Fascist leaders of the Argentine 
Government, Castillo, Ruiz 
Guinazti and Guillermo Rothe, 
the Minister of Education, then 
signed a decree giving the Con- 
gress official standing. This de- 
cree acclaimed the Congress for 
encouraging “the rapproche- 
ment between the Ibero-Ameri- 
can nations through the culti- 
cation of the values which, 
inherited from the common 
source, constitute their unifying 
patrimony—spiritually, histori- 
cally, intellectually and artis- 
tically.” 
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The purpose of this Congress, 
which has a permanent organi- 
zation, can be said to be to weld 
Spanish culture and Spanish 
traditions into an anti-United 
States, anti-democratic weapon. 
The aim of the Congress is to 
unify Spanish-speaking Ameri- 
ca against the United States, 
against continental solidarity, 
and against Inter-Americanism. 
Hitler could ask for nothing 
more from Argentina. 

Ruiz Guinazu, in a Columbus 
Day (Day of Hispanidad) ex- 
change of radio messages with 
the Spanish Foreign Minister 
Gomez Jordana, drew the offi- 
cial bonds between Spain and 
Argentina still tighter. Madrid’s 
celebration of the Day of His- 
panidad stressed Spain’s friend- 
ship for Argentina. 

But the Argentine leaders are 
using arms more potent than 
cultural congresses and Trans- 
Atlantic greetings against the 
United States. Since the day 
when the Japanese struck at 
Pearl Harbor, the Argentine 
Government has pursued a vigo- 
rous policy of lining up a bloc - 
of South American countries 
around herself, outside the con- 
tinental war effort. The Argen- 
tine Government has been try- 
ing, and is still trying, to buy up 
strategic war materials so that 
they cannot be used in the war 
against Hitler. The Argentine 
Government has greatly hin- 
dered the political defense of 
the continent by providing an 
American base from which the 
Axis can operate. 
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This pro-Axis cultural, poli- 
tical and economic activity has 
been possible for the Argentine 
branch of the Spanish-Argen- 
tine Junior Axis solely through 
the mystique of Hispanidad. 
Castillo and Ruiz QGuinazu 
would never dare even to try to 
drive the Argentine people 
straight toward the Axis camp. 
They lead them instead toward 
Madrid, with vivas for Hispani- 
dad. But the road from Madrid 
to Berlin is very short indeed. 

Hispanidad is the formula that 
allows Castillo and his fellows 
to give moral authority to their 
pro-Fascism. Throughout the 
war in Spain, many Argentine 
Catholics (as Yves Simon points 
out regarding French Catholics) 
were, under the guidance of 
their hierarchy, enabled to feel 
morally at ease while fighting 
with Hitler—for Hispanidad. 
Since the Franco regime still 
enjoys the favor of the Argen- 
tine hierarchy, this indulgent 
feeling toward Franco’s Fascism 
persists through great sectors of 
the Argentine population. The 
paralysis of a large group of the 
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Argentine people, the inability 
of the whole population to see~ 
clearly the threat of Fascism, 
can be attributed in great part 
to the fact that Hispanidad, the 
Spanish cultural heritage, is in 
Fascist hands and is officially 
linked with the Axis. So long as 
Hispanidad remains in the hands 
of Fascist Madrid, so long will 
the Spanish-Argentine Junior 
Axis remain a threat to conti-— 
nental solidarity. Any help given | 
by official Washington toward 
maintaining the Fascist regime — 
in Madrid automatically under-_ 
mines continental solidarity by 
reinforcing the power of Fascist ~ 
Hispanidad in the Americas. 

Nor will any clever scheme to- 
replace the Phalanx in Spain- 
with clericals and monarchists 
remove the threat to the conti- 
nent. The personal and economic 
ties that bind Castillo and his” 
crowd with Spain come more 
from the clerical - monarchist 
factions than from the Phalan-— 
gist adventurers. Hispanidad” 
remains an_ anti - democratic 
force until Spain is in the hands— 
of democrats. 


The demand by the military for a huge army is based in part on the — 
assumption that one or more of our allies will collapse in the coming year. 
To equip such an army with training weapons alone would require 
practically all of our present war production. Therefore, these advocates | 
of a huge army move logically to the next point—the reduction or stoppage _ 


of lend-lease shipments to our allies. 


—CONGRESSMAN GEORGE H. BENDER | 
of the Tolan committee. 
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BRAINS AND MONEY 
By YAFFLE 


... We now know that the post-war economic 
problem is already settled, and that all we shall 
require is a government that knows the facts of life. 


CORRESPONDENT com- 

plains that the Brains of 
the B.B.C. Trust were seriously 
addled by a recent question 
about Finance, and asks whether 
the Yaffle Brains Trust, out of its 
greater experience, can help to 
dispel the confusion left in the 
minds of the public. 

A questioner had asked why 
the Budget had to be balanced 
in peace-time, but apparently 
not in war-time, and why econo- 
my, the first rule of peace-time 
governments, was ignored in 
war. 

Now, it has been repeatedly 
stated by a long succession of 
editors, economists, and states- 
men, that a national budget is 
the same sort of thing as a do- 
mestic budget, on a larger scale. 
Let us first examine this com- 
parison. 

Whatever money a govern- 
ment spends, it borrows, and 
regards as a debt to be repaid by 
taxation. If therefore domestic 
accounts were kept in the same 
way as national accounts, the 
housewife would do something 
like this: 

First, she would enter up her 
housekeeping money as a debt, 
to be repaid to her husband with 
interest. 

If her husband objected, and 
said, “That is your money. I 


don’t want it back,’ she would 
reply, “Now, George, don’t be 
Unsound, or the children will 
lose Confidence!” 


Then she would spend, say 
£20 on food and put it in the 
larder, and say, “My Budget 
shows a deficit of £ 2.20, there- 
fore we must economize. Let us 
see if there’s any cheese in the 
mouse-trap.” 

And if the children said, 
“What about all that stuff in 
the larder?” she would reply, 
“We can’t touch that. It’s the 
Surplus. Supply has exceeded 
demand, and there is now a Do- 
mestic Blizzard.” 

As a matter of fact, however, 
close observation of a number 
of housewives reveals the fact 
that they do not do this. For 
they differ from Governments 
in two important respects: they 
do not regard their own credit 
as a debt, and they do not regard 
a well-stocked larder as a proof 
of poverty. 

We now come to the other 
question. Why do we have to 
economize in peace but not in 
war? 

Somebody (Mr. Burgin, I 
think) said that we have great 
resources of wealth on which 
to base our credit, but in peace- 
time we are called upon for 
fewer sacrifices. 
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Three questions arise from 
this dark utterance. (1) If our 
credit is based on our wealth, 
why is it regarded as a debt? 
(2) To whom do we owe it? 
(3) Why should the use of our 
own wealth be called “sacri- 
fice?” - 

Sir William Beveridge said 
that in war, money doesn’t mat- 
ter; only real things matter. 
Therefore in war we can afford 
to do what may be called “‘finan- 
cially absurd” things. 

In moving a vote of thanks to 
Sir William for this admission, 
I should like to say that its im- 
portance is historic. 


For we now have it on the. 


word of a great economist that 
what is economically sensible is 
financially absurd, and, by in- 
ference, that sound finance is 
economically idiotic. 

Sir William went on to say 
that money is only a means of 
measuring real wealth, and the 
reason why we don’t spend more 
in peace-time is that we cannot 
agree as to what to spend it on. 
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From this it appears that 
everybody agrees that it is ne- 
cessary to kill people, but there 
are serious differences of opinion 
as to the necessity of feeding and 
clothing them. 

Does he mean that if the peo- 
ple had money they wouldn’t 
know what to spend it on? There 
are evidently some politicians 
who, when told that half the 
population do not have enough 
to eat, put it down to the slim- 
ming craze, or, learning that in 
some areas families of eight or 
ten live in one room, attribute 
it to strong family affection. 

However, we congratulate the 
B.B.C. for having enabled at . 
least one leading economist to 
confess his sins in public. He 
will feel better now, and we 
hope the rest have got over their 
headache. 

For we now know that the 
post-war economic problem is 
already settled, and that all we 
shall require is a government 
that knows the facts of life. 


Since the winter of 1941 it has been clear to 
every Main Street American that what is needed 
is a second front in Europe to split the Axis 
forces. Spring, summer, and fall have come and 
gone without a second front. 


—CONGRESSMAN GEORGE H. BENDER 
of the Tolan committee. 


WATCH THE HAPSBURGS! 


By ALFRED WERNER 


HE U. S. APPEASERS have 
not abandoned all hopes yet. 
Only recently The Nation re- 
vealed their plan to establish a 
new Spanish provisional gov- 
ernment made up of six or 
seven generals which would 
prepare the way for the early 
return to Spain 
of Infante Don 
Juan, heir to 
the throne. To 
the appeasers 
any military - 
clerical govern- 
ment in Madrid 
would seem 
oreferable to 
the re-estab- 
lishment of the 
Popular Front. 
Another pawn in their game is 
King Carol II, formerly of Ru- 
mania, now having his court 
and courtesan in Mexico City; 
his widely publicized claim, 
“Hitler considered me the chief 
obstacle to his ambitions in 
Europe,” is astonishingly naive, 
even for a Balkans king. The 
third tool in the hands of the 
foes of the Atlantic Charter is 
30-year-old Otto Hapsburg or, 
as he recently started calling 
himself, Otto von Oesterreich. 
The House of Hapsburg seems 
to have a clever publicity agent 
in the United States. Since Otto, 
with part of his family, arrived 
in this country, in the Spring of 
1940, countless articles on the 
pretender appeared in American 
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Majesty’. 


« , . Otto will come. 
when all our own family will 
have gone, there will still be 
Hapsburgs enough.” 
—Empress Zita (1918) 


“Even if my son is reduced to 
having only one servant, that 
one must call him 


—Zita (1938) 


magazines, usually furnished 
with snapshots of this highly 
photogenic would-be-emperor; 
considerably more emphasis was 
put on his indisputable hand- 
someness than to the equally in- 
disputable danger that lurks in 
the idea of a Hapsburg restora- 
tion for some 
forty million 
Austrians, Hun- 
garians, Czecho- 
slovakians and 
Yugoslavians. 
Interviewed by 
reporters, his 
brothers, Arch- 
duke Robert, 27, 
and Archduke 
Felix, 28, slyly 
refrained from 
stressing the Hapsburg mission, 
but praised the heroic resistance 
of Underground Austria to the 
foreign invaders, without, of 
course, mentioning the fact that 
most of these fighters are Soci- 
alist or Communist workers 
who never concealed their con- 
tempt for Hapsburg. On the oc- 
casion of the eighth anniversary 
of the assassination of Chancel- 
lor Dollfuss by the Nazis, Felix, 
in an interview (The New York 
Times, July 19) compared this 
anniversary with the Bastille 
Day, gently overlooking the fact 
that the storming of the Bastille 
paved the way for the French 
Revolution which gave civil 
rights to the masses, while the 
semi-Fascist course in Austria 
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was hardly ‘ehanged after July 
25, 1934. The limit was reached 
when, on July 25, Otto shared 
the microphone with Senator 
Pepper and Congressman Eber- 
harter (of Austrian descent) at 
a special Mutual Network com- 
memoration broadcast. 
upon the democratic organiza- 
tions of Austrians in the United 
States, i. e. Austrian Action, 
Austrian Labor Committee, As- 
sembly for a democratic Aus- 
trian Republic and Free Aus- 
trian Youth sent a letter to the 
American speakers, thanking 
them cordially for the interest 
they had displayed in the liber- 
ation of Austria, but, at the 
same time, expressing their sur- 
prise to find Otto Hapsburg on 
the same program: ‘We feel it 
to be our duty towards our 
country and the United States to 
state that the great majority of 
Austrians inside and outside of 
Austria do not wish to have 
Austria’s fight for freedom con- 
fused with the Hapsburg ambi- 
tion to restore their ‘legitimate 
right’ to rule the people of the 
Danube basin . .. We Austrians 
wish to fight side by side with 
our Central European neighbors, 
the gallant Czechoslovakians 
and the heroic Yugoslavs, and 
once freedom is won, we Aus- 
trians intend to live in close and 
friendly cooperation not only 
free from oppression of any 
kind, but also free from all 
threats and memories of it.’’ The 
letter bluntly stated that the 
fact that Otto was speaking over 
a national hookup together with 
two Americans would do great 
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harm to the cause of liberty and 
freedom since it would be “util- 
ized by the Goebbels propaganda 
machine to make the people of 
Austria and the Danube region 
believe that in fighting Nazism 
they are only striving for their 
renewed oppression by Haps- 
burg.” 

The activities of the Haps- 
burgs in this country should not 
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be underestimated. There are the © 


Austrian organizations 
“support” Otto, 


which © 
especially the ~ 


‘*Free Austrian Movement,” — 


while their membership is insig- 


nificant few Austrian exiles or © 


Americans of Austrian descent 
are willing to acknowledge the 
“leadership” of Messrs. Rott, 
Zernatto et al, they still find here 


Sa 


and there a credulous Congress- ~ 
man or Senator to cater to. The © 


Hungarian Hapsburg agent is 
Tibor Eckhardt who once organ- 
ized the anti-Socialist, 
Semitic 


anti- — 
“Awakening Hungar- © 


ians’ but now poses as a victim ~ 


of Fascism and has formed in ~ 


this country a “Free” Hungar- 
ian Movement. Writing in Frei- 
heit fur Oesterreich, the organ 
of the Assembly for a Democ- 
ratic Austrian Republic (Sep- 
tember 15, 1942), the anti-Fas- 
cist Hungarian Oscar Jaszi, now 
professor at Oberlin College, 
pointed out that Eckhardt was 
“surely the emissary of old feu- 
dal Hungary, of all those inter- 
ests which are now trembling in 
fear that the victory of the Al- 
lied democracies would destroy 
their economic, political, and 
social monopolies,’ and proved 
that Eckhardt ‘“‘who did not find 
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a single word against the Horthy 
regime, is an ardent supporter 
of the Hapsburgs and a collabo- 
rator of the Voice of Austria, 
the mouth-piece of Hapsburg 
propaganda.” 

But the monarchist ‘Free’ 
Hungarian Movement is 
not strong either, and Otto 
doesn’t waste his time on paper- 
organizations. He frequently 
meets Wall Street financiers, in- 
dustrialists, high-ranking 
Catholic clergymen and other 
influential people. He was a 
guest of old John Pierpont Mor- 
gan. One must not forget that, 
after all, Otto came to this 
country with a “tacit blessing” 
of the French Government and 
that even Alfred Duff Cooper 
made the American press un- 
derstand that the conservative 
British opinion would be well 
satisfied with a restored Haps- 
burg throne after the war. It is, 
therefore, understandable that 
the Czechs have been viewing 
Otto’s underground work in the 
United States with apprehen- 
sion. They, who had been under 
the Hapsburg yoke for three 
centuries, well remember Dr. 
. Benesh’s word: “‘The World War 
was not waged that we might go 
back to former times”—a saying 
that still holds true although it 
was uttered by the Foreign 
Minister, not by the exile Ben- 
esh and although it referred to 
World War I. y 

The defenders of Otto claim 
that he is not only good-looking 
but also brilliant. They point at 
his scholarly background (he is 
a graduate of the University of 
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Louvain) and maintain that he 
had learned to appreciate the 
democratic system during his 
stay in Belgium and in the 
United States. But even if he 
were a paradigm of virtue, he 
would not be able to change the 
iron-clad philosophy of a dyn- 
asty that ruled a large portion 
of Europe for some sixteen gen- 
erations. Hapsburg has always 
stood for the oppression of 
nationalities, for Jesuitism and 
for the extermination of pro- 
gress. Just look at the people 
who, in Austria and Hungary, 
have been working for the res- 
toration of the Hapsburgs since 
1918: aristocrats, big industrial- 
ists and bankers, ex-officers and 
certain heads of the Catholic 
Church. The cunning Prelate 
and Chancellor, Dr. Ignaz Seipel, 
S. J., was one of the strongest 
backers of the pro-Hapsburg 
movement, against the wishes of 
the Social Democrats (who rep- 
resented roughly 45 per cent of 
the voters), the Liberals and the 
Pan-Germans. When, during the 
bloody February days of 1934 
the power of the Social Demo- 
crats was broken, Seipel’s pupils, 
Dollfuss and, after his assassin- 
ation, Schuschnigg, forced upon 
the Austrian people the abolish- 
ment of the anti-Hapsburg laws 
of 1919. In 1935 a considerable 
part of the Hapsburg property 
in Austria was returned to the 
family, including five Vienna 
apartment houses and thirteen 
castles and estates, totalling 80,- 
000 acres. (Their combined rents 
which, incidentally, had aided 
war cripples after 1919, amount- 
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ed to some $200,000 annually!) 
Otto, the exile of Steenocker- 
zeel, felt that his time was ripe 
and no effort was spared to con- 
vince Schuschnigg of the neces- 
sity of saving Austrian Clerical 
Fascism from being smashed by 
Nazi Fascism by means of the 
restoration of the monarchy. 
“There are only two roads which 
are open,” Otto communicated 
to us Austrians, ‘“‘those to Mon- 
archism, or to National Social- 
- ism. There is no rcom in my 
country for a liberal movement 
(sic!) ... Austria must be kept 
free of a discontented proletariat 
and the radical element that 
makes it so.” (A rather naive 
conception of class struggles for 
a Doctor of Political and Social 
Sciences!) This wisecrack of 
Otto alone should prove that 
those people were right who be- 
lieved that to brandish Otto as a 
stick against Hitler was like 
mobilizing the evil conceptions 
of the sixteenth century against 
the evil ideas of the twentieth. 
While many Austrians feared 
a Monarchist coup d’etat, in the 
years between 1934 and 1938, 
Chancellor Schuschnigg, though 
an ardent monarchist himself, 
discouraged the Hapsburgs, 
knowing that not only the maj- 
ority of the Austrians would re- 
ject ‘“Kaiser” Otto, but that also 
the Czechs and the Yugoslavs 
and, above all, Mussolini, would 
do their utmost to prevent the 
return of the Hapsburg dynasty. 
(Incidentally, also Austria’s 
“Second Man,” Vice-Chancellor 
Prince Starhemberg, was an 
ardent Monarchist. In his Mem- 
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oirs, recently published by Har- 
per’s under the striking title, 
Between Hitler and Mussolini, 
the former pilot of DeGaulle’s 
Free French Forces frankly de- 
clared: “In the event of a 
restoration, the candidate 
for the throne can only be 
the legitimate heir, the son of 
the late Emperor Charles.”) 
But Otto believed to the end 
that his personal ability would 
check the Nazi drive towards 
the conquest of Austria. Signi- 
ficant is a letter addressed to 
Schuschnigg by Otto on Febru- 
ary 17, 1938, shortly after the 
Ultimatum of Berchtesgaden; 
Otto wanted Schuschnigg to 
hand over to him the office of 
Chancellor: “I am firmly deter- 
mined to go to the utmost ex- 
tremes in defense of the people 
and the State, and I am con- 
vinced that in so doing I shall 
find a response among the 
people.” Schuschnigg, however, 
wrote back to Steenockerzeel, 
on March 2 (a few days before 
Austria was to be invaded by 
the Nazis) that such a move, 
while compromising the dy- 
nasty, would not save Austria. He 
predicted, however, that the res- 
toration of the monarchy would 
come, even if Austria, tempor- 
arily would have to bow to the 
Nazi force, that it would come 
“with a complete transforma- 
tion of Europe; that this, as far 
as can be seen, could only come 
about after a new war is an in- 
finitely tragic but unfortunately 
a probable circumstance.” 

After the Anschluss Otto 
could still claim to be “King” of 
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Hungary the official name of 
which is still “Magyar Kiraly- 
sag” (Kingdom of Hungary); 
but Horthy who rules the coun- 
try in lieu of the Hapsburgs is 
strongly opposed to the very 
idea of a restoration of the dy- 
nasty, although he was once the 
naval aide-de-camp to old Kai- 
ser Franz Joseph I. Horthy pre- 
fers to see the Horthy dynasty 
rather than the Hapsburgs to 
rule the “kingdom.” His oldest 
son, designated by him to suc- 
ceed him as regent of Hungary, 
was recently killed in an air- 
crash, allegedly owing to Nazi 
“sabotage.” But there is still the 
younger son left to take the old 
admiral’s place. 

Hapsburg did not give up his 
hopes. (Nor did his ambitious 
mother, Zita, who is thoroughly 
disliked by all Austrians on ac- 
count of her haughty and impe- 
rious character). Otto may be- 
lieve that after an Allied victory 
he might be imposed upon the 
Danube nations as a sort of bul- 
wark against Bolshevism. But it 
is highly doubtful whether the 
Allied Nations care to pull the 
chestnuts out of the German fire 
in order to help Otto, Carol and 
other reactionaries. Instead of 
dreaming of a Danubian Feder- 
ation (a good new name for a 
bad old thing!) Otto should re- 
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read the Atlantic Charter where 
the two great democratic nations 
stipulate that they “desire to see 
no territorial changes that do not 
accord with the freely express- 
ed wishes of the peoples con- 
cerned” and that “they respect 
the right of all peoples to choose 
the form of government under 
which they will live.” Further- 
more, the pretender to the Aus- 
trian throne might do well to 
remember the warning issued 
by Secretary of State, Sumner 
Welles, and directed to all of 
those exiled reactionaries who. 
think they can fool:the Amer-- 
ican public with their harmful 
propaganda: ‘“‘The Department 
made it perfectly clear that 
while, under the American tra- 
dition of free speech, many per- 
sons enjoy the hospitality of this 
country, they do not on that ac- 
count enjoy the ‘silent blessing’ 
or ‘tacit approval’ of the gov- 
ernment.” 

Strange then that just recent- 
ly an address under the title 
“The United States of the Dan- 
ube: a Liberal Conception,” (!) 
was delivered by the Hapsburg 
Otto at a meeting of the political 
science group of the library of 
Congress at Washington, D. C. 
and read into the Congressional 
Record by Congressman Peter 
Jarman. 


MEDITATION AT MURMANSK 


Daniel James was on the “Lahaina” when she was torpedoed in 
the Pacific, spent 10 days in an open boat before reaching land, 
immediately shipped on another boat to Murmansk. That boat was 
bombed continuously for 10 days by German airplanes. It was after 
this experience and while Murmansk was under hourly bombing 
that the following letter was written. 


Murmansk, USSR 
May 10, 1942 

EAR CHRIST: ; 

D After your death new continents and lands were discovered. 
Cities grew and man’s mind grew with them, and learned to com- 
prehend many of nature’s mysteries. 

Great churches made of carved stone and stained glass, small 
humble churches of wood and clay, and the church out in the 
clearing with a stump for a pulpit, they were all used as places 
to pass on to others your teachings. They called it Christianity 
after you. Man today, however, is still pretty much the man you 
knew. Christianity, since your time, has been through hard straits 
as well as periods in which it flourished. In some countries it 
became too powerful; all meaning and thought behind your teach- 
ings was lost, and in your name, Jesus, fraud, lies, murder, pro- 
motion of schemes to rob honest men of their bread and to keep 
them ignorant, promotion of schemes to create war and betrayal, 
they were all committed in your name. Millions of good people 
have been deceived by the Church. “Through our Lord and 
Saviour, Jesus Christ .. .”, an expression it uses; behind those 
words plans that made poor working men starve and innocent 
children to learn evil and hatred, were veiled. 

My home is in America, a relatively new country, one that was 
discovered only four-hundred years ago. Tonight, and for a little 
while, I’m living in Soviet Russia, a land five-thousand miles from 
home. The whole world is at war now. Twenty-five years ago 
the world was in another war. When the dust of battle had cleared, 
the world looked and saw a new Russia, one in which there was 
no church .. . I was taught to believe that this land of Russia was 
a pit of hell, in which men starved, children walked in bare feet, 
and women were reduced to the level of some gear in one of our 
new machines. It was a Godless country in which people walked 
the streets with sad and hungry faces. 

The teachers, the newspapers, and friends did not tell me the 
truth. It is a Godless country in that the Church is not recognized 
as it is in other places and your name is not used as a screen for 
evil. These people call their government Communism. In your 
doctrine I see a marked similarity to the constitution of these 
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people. You, Christ, were the first to really preach the brother- 
hood of man. You were the first Communist. There have been 
many real Communists since your time. They were individuals. 
Here the great masses are composed of Communists. A woman is 
as good as a man here. One was the Captain of a ship that came in 
today. Another is directing the men who are unloading the ships. 
The people have the necessities of life such as food, a home, and 
clothing. Luxuries they lack because of the war. All walk and 
work with determination as though they were going some place and 
had a real job to do, one that is their own, one affecting themselves. 
There is singing and laughter such as one would find among a 
contented people. All in all, one can say that these people have 
something to live for and they know it. "" 

The rest of the world has been taught and bred to hate Com- 
munism and to associate the word with savagery, butchery, barbar- 
ism, hunger, and human degradation. And the very word implies 
man living with man as brother living with brother! 


Well, Jesus, I’ve written about enough. I just thought that you 
would like to know that since your death, while you have been 
crucified in many countries and on many pulpits, far worse than 
that time on Calvary Hill, your spirit has been reborn in a great 
people whether consciously or unconsciously. They do not speak 
of you nor is your name mentioned. All you have is the great 
happiness of seeing carried out your principles of brotherhood and 
justice among men on earth. May the rest of the world’s workers 
lift up their eyes to Russia. 


So long, 
DANIEL JAMES, Sailor in the U. S. Merchant Marine 


Make yourselves ready! 
The Day of Judgment is at hand. 
Not for frontiers is this war fought 
But on the question: Will you live, or die? 
Are you for the lie or for the truth? 
The time of the Great Confusion is over. 
A yes shall be a yes again. A no, a no. 
For this we have seized our weapons.— f 
And ye with a roof above your heads 
And a cover, still, to keep you warm, 
Hear the cry of the millions, 
That over countries and continents 
Sobs round the earth. 
—Hans Sanu 


THE ROOT OF ANTI-SEMITISM 


By CONRAD MEYER 


AVING WORKED untiring- 

ly for many years to pro- 
mote good-will between various 
groups of our citizens, I hap- 
pened to make a study of the 
textbooks used in _ parochial 
schools and was deeply dis- 
tressed to discover the anti- 
Semitic poison that is being 
planted in the hearts of the chil- 
dren who study these books. I 
shall quote here but a few pas- 
sages, by no means the most 
virulent. First, from a widely 
used textbook, entitled Bible 
History, by Rt. Rev. Richard 
Gilmour, D.D., Bishop of Cleve- 
land, for use in the Catholic 
schools in the United States; 
published by Benziger Brothers, 
New York, blessed and endorsed 


by the Pope and numerous other - 


Bishops: 

The murdered Abel is a figure of 
Jesus Christ, while Cain is a figure 
of the traitor Judas and the Jewish 
people, who put our Saviour to 
death. (P. 13) 

. .. but, as punishment for their 
sins in having rejected Him, the 
Jews today are wanderers on the 
earth, and will be to the end of time. 
(P. 61) 

But the Jews were a perverse and 
stiff-necked people, nor would they 
obey. Hence God could say to them: 
“O, Israel! thy destruction is from 
thyself.” (P. 88) 

Juda’s history is sin and its pun- 
ishment, until, at length, she ended 
in crucifying Jesus Christ and being 
cast off by God. (P. 104) 

Pilate, seeing the pitiable condi- 
tion to which Jesus was reduced, 
thought the sight of Him would ap- 
pease the malice of the Jews. For 
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that reason he led the Son of God 
out on a balcony, and, presenting 
Him in all His misery, said “Behold 
this man.” But this blood-thirsty 
people only cried out the louder: 
“Crucify Him—crucify Him .. . His 
blood be upon us and our children.” 
(P. 206) 

For eighteen hundred years has 
the blood of Christ been upon the 
Jews ... hated, yet feared—stran- 
gers among strangers, they have 
wandered from Nation to Nation, 
bearing with them the visible signs 
of God’s curse. (P. 208) 

From a Catechism by Rev. 
Joseph Deharbe, S.J.: 

Remember also the many and 
great favors which God has bestow- 
ed upon you; how He has given you 
life, health, daily food and clothing, 
good parents and a Holy Guardian 
Angel; how thankful you should be 
to Him, that you are not a pagan 
or a Jew, but a child of the holy 
Catholic Church! 

From A Shorter Bible His- 
tory, by Rev. Charles Hart, 
published by P. J. Kenedy & 
Sons, New York: 

... the Jews mocked at the humi- 
liation of Christ as He hung upon 
the Cross, and God’s curse was swift 
to overtake them. (P. 8) 

From Graded Catechism, by 
Rev. Dr. Francis Jehlicka; pub- 
lished by William H. Sadlir, 
New York: 

The Jews crucified Jesus. This 
was a terrible crime, it was Deicide. 
(P. 20) * 

With your editor I believe that 
“Anti-Semitism is a Christian 
sin.” This belief caused me to 


*A Root of Intolerance by Con- 
rad Meyer may be obtained from the 
offices of THE Protestant for 10c. 
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write and publish my sixteen 
page pamphlet, A Root. of In- 
tolerance, presenting a_ large 
number of similar passages from 
textbooks used in American 
schools, and appealing to the 
Catholic Hierarchy to revise 
those textbooks whose spirit is 
so utterly incompatible with the 
ideals of American democracy. 

I sent out hundreds of these 
pamphlets. I went to ‘“‘promi- 
nent” individuals and organiza- 
tions and asked them to help me 
accomplish my aims. I was com- 
plimented by most of them, told 
what wonderful work I was 
doing. I can paper my room 
with the letters of praise, which 
always ended, curiously, by re- 
ferring me elsewhere. One sent 
me to the next one; there was no 
end to it, but actual cooperation 
was not offered. A mite here, a 
mite there, but no real help. 

There is an organization 
which, judging by its name, 
would be considered the logical 
party to sponsor my effort to 
have religious textbooks with 
objectionable passages revised. 
That is The National Conference 
of Christians and Jews. Numer- 
ous persons who had read my 
pamphlet, advised me to take 
the matter up with them. For 
instance Rabbi Dr. D. de Sola 
Pool wrote: “I wonder if you 
have submitted it (the pam- 
phlet) to The National Confer- 
ence of Christians and Jews, 
which has concerned itself with 
defamatory statements in reli- 
gious textbooks.” Rabbi Dr. Leo 
Jung made the same suggestion, 
as did Dr. Robert W. Searle, 
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General Secretary of the Great- 
er New York Federation of 
Churches who wrote, “With you 
I deplore the impression made 
by such teaching.” 


At the offices of the National 
Conference of Christians and 
Jews I met Dr. Ashworth who 
seemed genuinely interested. 
But, when I suggested that his 
organization sponsor the pro- 
ject hesaidtome: “This is some- 
thing that absolutely should be 
done. However, we have here 
such a strong contingent of 
Catholics, I simply couldn’t put 
it over.” 

This statement of Dr. Ash- 
worth surprised me. I remem- 
bered having read numerous 
glowing articles in our daily 
press, in Sunday supplements, 
by columnists, sometimes ac- 
companied by elaborate illustra- 
tions, accounts of touching ora- 
tory poured out at banquets 
given in honor of some outstand- 
ing person identified with the 
“lofty’’ purposes of this organi- 
zation, all of which had imbued 
me with the firm belief that the 
National Conference of Chris- 
tians and Jews must be the 
nearest approach to the eter- 
nally dreamed of Brotherhood of 
Man. And here I was face to 
face with an important official, 
a Protestant clergyman, repre- 
senting the Protestant group in 
that organization, telling me 
that what should be done 
couldn’t be done because the 
National Conference of Chris- 
tians and Jews had Catholics in 
it. 
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Another instance which indi- 
cated that the NCCJ is under 
Catholic control: I had inter- 
viewed a Mr. Arthur Goldsmith 
of the Waldorf-Astoria Towers 
(a wealthy crusader in liberal 
causes) asking his assistance for 
my project. Mr. Goldsmith 
seemed quite enthusiastic and 
agreed that something should be 
done. He said: “Before I do 
anything Ill have to talk with 
Mr. Kennedy of the National 
Conference. Phone me a week 
from today, and Ill let you 
know.” When I phoned the fol- 
lowing week, Mr. Goldsmith 
said: “I have talked to my man 
at the National Conference and 
I am not interested.” ‘“‘Click.”— 
The click coming from the tele- 
phone receiver at Mr. Gold- 
smith’s end of the line. 

Mr. Kennedy, at that time, 
was the Catholic representative 
in the NCCJ. 

On my ceaseless pilgrimage I 
met a Mr. James N. Rosenberg, 
senior partner of the law firm 
Rosenberg, Goldmark & Colin, 
who gave me a letter to the top 
man of NCCJ, Dr. Everett R. 
Clinchy, asking Dr. Clinchy to 
decide whether my project was 
something in which his organi- 
zation should interest itself. 
Again I wended my way to the 
Conference offices but could get 
no interview with Dr. Clinchy. 
He was “absent.” In fact I have 
never been able to meet him. 
I was referred to Mr. Judson 
Ford, New York Regional Direc- 
tor of the Conference, successor 
to Mr. Kennedy who had been 
transferred. Mr. Ford and I had 
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a pleasant conversation. I left 
my pamphlet with him for study 
and he promised to bring the 


matter before the Conference. — Y 


Some time later I received from 
him the following letter which 
I quote in full: 


THE NATIONAL CONFERENCE OF 
CHRISTIANS AND JEWS 
Founded in 1928 
For Justice, Amity, Understanding 
and Cooperation Among Protes- 
tants, Catholics and Jews. 

381 FourTH AVENUE 
New York, N. Y. 


February 24, 1942 


Mr. Conrad Meyer 
New York City 
Dear Mr. Meyer: 


I must apologize for my failure to 
have communicated with you since 
our very interesting talk not long 
ago in my Office. 

We have discussed the nature of 
your request concerning your pam- 
phlet A Root of Intolerance and be- 
lieve that the best approach to the 
elimination of the kind of religious 
teaching we oppose is not that of 
circularizing your folder, but rather 
one of inducing groups of interested 
clergy to undertake the task of 
themselves of revising teaching 
materials. 

This work has already been un- 
dertaken so far as Protestant teach- 
ing materials are concerned, and we 
believe that this project may well 
serve as a pattern for interesting the 
Catholic groups. 

As you know, Dr. Clinchy has 
been away on a tour to the Coast 
and will not return until early in 
March. 

May I thank you for your interest 
in bringing this matter to our atten- 
tion. 

Very sincerely yours, 
Signed JupSON Forp 
New York Regional Director 


Since I received this letter I 
have tried to analyze it and all 
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I can find is that Mr. Ford, or, 
since he speaks for his organiza- 
tion, The National Conference 
of Christians and Jews is polite- 
ly telling me to mind my own 
business. 

Mr. Ford says in his letter: 
“This work has already been 
undertaken so far as Protestant 
teaching materials are con- 
cerned.” 

Let me ask: ‘Why not’Catho- 
lic teaching materials as well?” 
I have a faint suspicion that 
there exists the fear, that, like- 
wise, the Hierarchy may tell the 
NCCJ to mind their own busi- 
ness, or that perhaps the Hier- 
archy has told them so already. 

To further substantiate my 
contention that the National 
Conference is Hierarchy- 
controlled, I refer to a front page 
article in The Tablet, well- 
known Catholic Weekly, Sep- 
tember 5th, 1942, announcing 
that the Haldeman-Julius Pub- 
lishing Company, publishers of 
“Blue Books” were to discon- 
tinue all its anti-Catholic book- 
lets. Announcement to this ef- 
fect was made by E. Haldeman- 
Julius, in a letter to the NCCJ 
president, Dr. Everett R. Clin- 
chy, who had urged Haldeman- 
Julius to discontinue publishing 
anti-religious and anti-Catholic 
booklets because of the “‘intole- 
rance, hate, suspicion, disunity 
developing from these pam- 
phlets.” 

The publisher agreed to stop 
anti-Catholic literature immedi- 
ately, advising Dr. Clinchy that 
he was withdrawing all adver- 
tisements, circulars, catalogue 
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announcements, listings and 
broadsides of the objectionable 
booklets. He said that he has 
cancelled several new  anti- 
Catholic titles to which authors 
had been assigned. Haldeman- 
Julius, according to The Tablet, 
did not indicate that he would 
cease publication of booklets of a 
general anti-religious nature. 

Are not the passages which 
I have found in Catholic text- 
books likewise developing ‘“‘in- 
tolerance, hate, suspicion and 
disunity? 

I ask myself what good are 
these people doing? They have 
their ‘““Brotherhood Weeks” dur- 
ing which the hand of friend- 
ship is extended to the Jew. 
These occasions get the widest 
publicity and bring into the cof- 
fers of the organization hand- 
some contributions. Then, after 
all this love and _ friendship 
business is over, what happens? 
I find that the Jews still hear 
themselves referred to in the 
ancient terms of Christ-killer, 
unbeliever, outcast of God, and 
the” hke: I find’ >that>=the 
Churches, especially at Lenten 
time, still flaunt the symbols of 
the Jews’ “guilt” and “shame” 
as the betrayers and murderers 
of the Son of God. 

I was privileged to have sev- 
eral interviews with a Mr. 
Schneiderman of the American 
Jewish Committee, with the re- 
sult that he, upon his personal 
authority; supplied a number of 
mimeographed copies of the pas- 
sages quoted in my pamphlet to 
be mailed to Catholic Bishops 
with a somewhat meek letter 
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suggesting revision of the text- 
books. 

The mimeographed passages 
were mailed to quite a number 
of Bishops, but, apparently, the 
latter had discovered the use- 
fulness of a waste paper basket. 
I have not received a single re- 
ply. 

One day Mr. Schneiderman 
introduced me to Father Feige 

of the Leo House to discuss the 

passages. Father Feige said to 
us: “It cannot be denied that the 
Jews crucified Christ.” Yet Fa- 
ther Feige did give it as his opin- 
ion that ‘‘the words blood-thir- 
sty people—referring to the 
Jews in the story of the Cruci- 
fixion— should not have been 
used.” Our conversation took a 
very curious turn however. I 
happened to mention that my 
grandson attended a Lutheran 
Sunday school whereupon his 
reverence began a tirade against 
poor old Dr. Martin Luther. Mr. 
Schneiderman, diplomatically, 
terminated the interview. 

There is another instance in 
connection with this Father 
Feige which shows a drastic in- 
consistency on the part of the 
American Jewish Committee. As 
to the authenticity of the follow- 
ing story I refer to Dr. Conrad 
Hoffmann, of 150 Broadway, 
New York, who told it to me. 

Just before Hitler’s invasion 
of Poland, so goes the story, 
Dr. Hoffmann travelled in 
Poland and found there on 
display in bookstores a consider- 
able amount of anti-Semitic 
propaganda material, pamphlets, 
folders, pictures etc. Upon his 
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return to America he called at 
the offices of the American Jew- 
ish Committee and told them 
about it. They considered this 
so important that they sent Fa- 
ther Feige across the Atlantic to 
Poland to collect such propa- 
ganda material’ and find out 
what he could do about it. Is it 
not utterly inconsistent on the 
part of the American Jewish 
Committee to take such a pro- 
found interest in anti-Semitic 
activities in a foreign country, 
over 3000 miles away, at the 
same time refusing to lift a fin- 
ger in order to stop the perni- 
cious, vicious practice of teach- 
ing race hatred to millions of 
children in schools in the United 
States of America? I remember 
that about two years ago the 
Joint Distribution Committee 
donated a quarter of a million 
dollars for the relief of non- 
Jewish refugees, of which sum 
$125,000 were placed at the dis- 
posal of the Pope of Rome. 

I had the pleasure of meeting 
Dr. Henry Smith Leiper of the 
Universal Christian Council, 
who told me to get Catholics in- 
terested in my project. He 
promised to’get me in touch with 
a few of them. He kept his 
promise, for after a few days I 
received the following letter 
from him: 

I have written, as you can see by 
the enclosed carbon copies to both 
Father La Farge and Father Ford, 
and I would suggest your calling 


them up in the relatively near fu- 
ture to make appointments with. 


Dr. Leiper’s letters to Father 
La Farge, Editor of the Catholic 
publication America and to Fa- 
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ther George B. Ford of Columbia 
University read as follows: 

I am venturing to introduce to you 
through this letter Mr. Conrad 
Meyer who has been making a study 
of the textbooks used in schools 
with special reference to their ten- 
dencies in connection with racialism. 

I feel that you would be interested 
in talking with him and that you 
might have some suggestions as to 
the way in which he can be most 
helpful. He has sent his study of 
parochial school books to Dr. M. S. 
| Sheehy in Washington, D. C., from 
whom he had a most cordial letter 
which I have read. 

' I wouldn’t think of asking this if 

I did not believe the matter to 
| which he is turning his attention 
/ one of importance and one in which 

you are deeply interested. 
| After a conversation with Fa- 
ther La Farge I received the 
following letter from him: 

With regard to your inquiry con- 
cerning Catholic textbooks, I would 
suggest that you write to the Rev. 
Wilfred Parsons, S. J., Carroll House, 
3303—10 Street, N. E., Washington, 
D. C.. He is particularly interested 
in the question of anti-Semitic 
prejudice. 

_. Father La Farge who could 
|} have been helpful, being the 
editor of a widely read Catholic 
weekly, passed the buck. 

| My lengthy interview with 
Father Ford, Counselor to 
Catholic Students of Columbia 
University resulted in this letter 
to me: 

Please overlook my delay in send- 
ing you this letter. I had to go out 
of town unexpectedly, which pre- 
vented my writing to you as early 
as I had intended. 

May I offer two suggestions. Some- 
time in May or June of the present 
year, if you would write a letter to 
The Most Reverend Edward Mooney, 
D.D., 1180 Wellesley Drive, Detroit 
Michigan, suggesting to him that the 
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matter in which you are so unsel- 
fishly interested should be brought 
to the attention of all the Bishops 
at their Annual Meeting in Novem- 
ber. He happens to be the Chairman 
of the Administration Committee, 
and thus his Committee’s presenta- 
tion to the entire Hierarchy would 
be sifted and given place on the 
Agenda. 

Secondly, in the meantime, as we 
thought best, you could write to each 
Bishop separately, enclosing your 
pamphlet, A Root of Intolerance. 

As I remarked, the Bishop is head 
of the Catholic school system with- 
in his own jurisdiction, hence any 
action taken by him or wishes ex- 
pressed by him would be honored. 

I know you could formulate this 
letter better than I could. Allow me — 
to suggest, however, that it might 
be well to embody the following 
ideas. First of all, that you are not 
a Catholic, that you are not Jewish, 
and that you are persuaded that if 
any minority, racial or religious, is 
disadvantaged or penalized, in a 
democracy, by any group, to that 
degree democracy is not function- 
ing, or is considerably weakened by 
such attitudes: and even if one mi- 
nority is persecuted in a demo- 
cratic society, any minority can be 
and eventually will be. Prejudice 
needs new targets to shoot at every 
so often. 

May I quote Emerson: 

Of- what avail the plow or sail 

On land or life if friendship fail? 

It was such a pleasure to meet you 
the other morning. No one more 
deeply esteems the work on which 
you are engaged, or feels its neces- 
sity more greatly than I do. 


Father Ford makes two sug- 
gestions; firstly, to write to Bi- 
shop Edward Mooney of Detroit, 
suggesting to him to bring my 
project to the attention of all 
the Bishops at their Annual 
Meeting. 

Father Ford’s second sugges- 
tion is to write to the Bishops: 
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separately before the November 
meeting, enclosing my pamphlet 
A Root of Intolerance, since each 
Bishop is the head of the Catho- 
lic school system within his 
own jurisdiction. 

I have a high regard for Fa- 
ther Ford but suddenly I won- 
dered: Is it possible that Father 
Ford actually entertains any 
real hope that Bishop Mooney 
would do this? 

I seriously considered both of 
these suggestions for some time, 
and then, finally, I realized that, 
after all, the Bishops know well 
enough what their textbooks are 
teaching and have been teaching 
for centuries. They don’t need 
me to tell them. 

One of the most illuminating 
letters I received during this 
entire experience was one from 
the Rev. Dr. Maurice S. Sheehy 
of the Catholic University of 
America in Washington, D.C. It 
runs as follows: 


Your letter and pamphlet reached 
me this morning. I am quite inter- 


THE PROTESTANT 


ested in religious instruction in 
Catholic schools and the chief func- 
tion of my department is to train 
teachers for other Catholic schools. 

Now, how may we best handle this 
problem in which we are mutually 
interested? I think a wide circula- 
tion of your pamphlet would anta- 
gonize certain Catholic leaders. My 
suggestion is that it be sent with a 
courteous letter, such as you have 
written me, to a list of Catholic 
publishers. 

My thought is that very little of the 
intolerance of our day can be traced 
to instruction on the New Testa- 
ment. One cannot love Christ with- 
out a deep sympathy for the race 
from which He and His Mother 
came. 

Sincerely yours, 


Signed Maurice S. SHEEHY 


Long have I pored over this 
letter. In it are crystallized all 
the obstacles which will be op- 
posed to any attempt to demo- 
cratize the teaching of this 
powerful church. Seldom does 
one find such politeness com- 
bined with such unyielding 
hypocrisy. A cross held in a 
velvet gloved iron fist. 
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CHARACTER IS INDESTRUCTIBLE 


Outside of ourselves there is no power in the universe that can destroy 
our integrity or impair our faith in ultimate values. Evil may thwart the 
realization of our ideals, but it cannot rub out our loyalty to them. As 
Alfred Loisy said in a critical hour: “You cannot kill ideas with blows of 
a stick. A man may be forced to unsay, but not to unsee.” Many a pro- 
phetic spirit has been killed to prevent his promotion of liberty and truth, 
but neither sword nor gallows ever stopped a prophet from dying in 
triumphant faith. 


The cross and the grave could not prevail against the goodness, truth 
and beauty that were incarnate in Jesus. His fortifying word is still our 
unshakable bastion: “And I say unto you, my friends, be not afraid of them 
which kill the body, and after that have no more that they can do.” Char- 
acter is indestructible. 

—Joun A. MacCaLLuM 
in the Philadelphia Record. 


TWO SPEECHES By KENNETH LESLIE 
THE SECOND FRONT 


N GANGSTER film language Fascism is the crook district attorney 
who is using two gunmen from Murder Inc. (the Japanese and 
German nationalists) to do the dirty heavy work on the modern 
liberal democratic world against which the Counter Reformation is 
aimed. After they have done their work they will be disavowed 
and double-crossed. Fascism plans to step in later on when the 
modern liberal democratic world is staggering from the attentions 
of the gunmen, and, strange as it may seem, to save the modern 
liberal democratic world from the gunmen—on one condition. The 
condition will be that it must renounce its modern ideas of liberal- 
ism, equality, democracy, and go back to the obedience, discipline, 
and authority of the pre-Reformation era. 

In this connection you must certainly have noticed the strange 
concert of propaganda drives exalting the virtues of obedience and 
authority for our youth and decrying the lack of discipline in our 
youth. That such propaganda was a libel on American youth has 
been amply proved by the magnificent discipline shown by Ameri- 
ean youth in the army, in the navy, in the factory, and in the 
merchant marine. This talk of discipline and obedience was 
brought here and planted here with Fascist money—the same 
money that financed Hitler. In other words, to go back to the 
Fascist plan whose pattern grows clearer every day,—you, the 
people, will be saved by those who think they know what is best 
for you. You will not only be saved from Hitler-Hirohito Murder 
Incorporated; you will be saved from yourselves, the people. For 
you the people as the rulers of yourselves are the only enemies of 
those who would rule you. It is as simple as that. 

In America the people rule themselves through their President, 
in England through their Prime Minister. They are very fortunate 
and very wise to have elected Mr. Roosevelt and Mr. Churchill as 
their deputies. Both of these men can be trusted. You can depend 
upon them. But can they depend upon you? You can depend 
upon them to do your will only if they can depend wpon you to let 
them know what your will is. 

Many ask: Why bother Mr. Churchill and Mr. Roosevelt about 
the war? They know better about it than you can possibly know. 
They have access to facts of which, for strategic reasons, you 


[From an address broadcast over WFIL, Philadelphia, August 3, 1942, 
arranged by the Philadelphia Protestant Associates.] 
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cannot have knowledge. They have at their elbows all the experts. fl 
They don’t need your advice. Such an objection is the objection 
of a Fascist. 

For, leaving aside the somewhat sensitive point about the 
experts (the experts haven’t fared at all well so far in this war), it 
is vital to the democratic cause that the democratic chiefs keep | 
in touch with the people. And (follow this) it is vital to the Fascist ; 
cause that the democratic chiefs are kept out of touch with the 
people. That’s why I say this is a Fascist objection. 


Fascists who literally swarm in the democracies, using demo- 
cratic methods and democratic language and democratic protective 
coloration are putting pressure directly and indirectly, visibly and — 
invisibly, on our democratic chiefs who many times cannot recog- 
nize it and can hardly protect themselves from it if they could ~ 
recognize it, because it comes so well protected and in such legally — 
regularized forms. 


Legal citizens with Fascist hearts bring this pressure twenty 
four hours a day, seven days a week. They are the famous fifth 
column; they play for high stakes, no less than the undoing of the © 
human gains of the past four hundred years; they are thrilled 
with the thrill of titanic destruction; they have waited long and ~ 
hungrily for this great moment in which they will carry out the ~ 
anathema against tolerance. 


Not only do American and British citizens bring this pressure i 
but the accredited and befriended representatives in Britain and ~ 
America of Fascist Spain and Fascist France and Fascist Finland 
also bring pressure. They bring pressure not only on our chiefs 
but upon us, the people, as well, confusing and bewildering us, but 
upon their own sorely tried people the Spanish, the French, the 
Finnish, who see us entertaining and befriending the representa- ~ 
tives of Fascist power in those unhappy lands. They wonder why 
we have taken delivery of these Fascists in the first place, and why, ~ 
now that they are known and ticketed and catalogued, we do not — 

- invite them to leave. 

The reason I say that our chiefs need pressure is that they get 
pressure from the other side to keep these agents here and if they 
could receive a little pressure from us who want them out of here, 
they would be sent out of here. Our chiefs are not supermen, not 
fuehrers, just our own deputies, and they very much depend on 
popular agitation for every move they make. 

Now I have mentioned the friendship, the anomolous friendship, — 
the embarrassing friendship we retain for Fascists who are sup- — 
posed to be our enemies, and I have not yet mentioned the topic 
named for these remarks. Namely, the second front, which should ~ 
perhaps better be called simply our share of the war. a 
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The Russians are doing their share. This is admitted, even by 
their enemies. This is admitted by those who call themselves 
friends of Russia but who look on Russia only as a convenience and 
who inwardly hope that she won’t become such a great convenience 
that she will prove to be an inconvenience. The Russians are, in 
fact, fighting the Germans. This much is accepted. The Russians 
have suffered heavy losses in men, land and material. Five million 
men, 600 thousand square miles of land (equal to the land in 
England, Germany and France), three quarters of its mineral 
production and the Ukraine wheatlands. [This was in August. ] 

More than 50 million Russians now live under the swastika. 

These terrible losses may be taken lightly in this country. They 
may inwardly comfort certain haters of the land of socialism. But 
they are nothing less than stark tragedy to the Russian people. How 
can we ask them to understand our friendship for Mannerheim of 
Finland who adds the weight of his Fascist army to their already 
unbearable woes? 

Can you not see the Russian soldier, the Russian farmer, shaking 
his head slowly from side to side and saying to himself: “Second 
Front. Second Front. So much talk of a second front... yet how 
is this? Not only is there no second front ... not only have we to 
bear the weight of the whole Nazi army but the Finnish army as 
well. They say they can’t open a second front. They say they want 
to but can’t. What is it then that makes them support the Finnish 
front against us by recognizing the Finnish Government, long ago 
tied hand and foot to the Nazi scorpion? 


So you see how these questions are all part of the same question. 
Fascism is a world movement. A world conspiracy, woven in one ~ 
pattern, of one cloth. Until we, the people, see this, we are lost, and 
rhetoric cannot save us. Not even the noble rhetoric of Henry 
Wallace. 

We do not yet see it. 


The problem of the opening of the second front is one part of 
the whole problem of the world anti-Fascist war which is still not 
being made. We are chasing the gunmen while entertaining the 
crooked district attorney in our home. 


And even if we beat Hitler and Hirohito, the killers, we shall 
not have helped ourselves the least bit if in doing so we make any 
commitments to the polite district attorney Fascist who let them 
loose on us in the first place. 


With regard to the military aspects of opening a Raroneat land 
front against the axis, it naturally behooves a layman to talk with 
diffidence and caution. Only the extreme urgency of the situation 
forces amateur opinion to express itself. As I have indicated, I do 
not believe it is skill we lack. It is will we lack. And that is my 
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chief concern here today. But even the most skillful professionals 
sometimes get so close to their problem that they lose their perspec- 
tive. Moreover, although they may think their politics does not 
influence them, it does. This political bias was clearly indicated 
when they predicted that Russia would fold up before the Nazi 
drive last year. This was the military eye blinded by the political 
eyeglasses. 

So today I stress the political unity of Fascism whose agents 
and whose way of thinking are the unrecognized enemy in our 
midst and whose agents at least must be put out of our midst 
before we can save ourselves. It is true that there is a great risk 
in giving battle to the Nazis on European soil. We might be beaten. 
That is true of any battle. It is not the spirit in which the Russians 
fight. It is not the spirit in which the British Commandos fight. 
The Canadians will not open the second front in that spirit. They 
will go in to win. Their commander General MacNaughton knows 
exactly what he is up against. Yet he and they are anxious to get 
over and get it over. This risk which opponents of giving battle 
fear, is courted gladly by those who will have to bear the risk. 

Hitler’s men, tougher, cockier than ever, if and when they turn 
West once more, having (the possibility must be faced) for the time 
being stabilized their Eastern front, will let loose on the concen- 
trated target of England, an attack which it is horrible to contem- 
plate. Before that happens, before that can happen, before they 
get the jump on us (as they have done so sickeningly often) and 
slaughter our boys in their British camps, let those boys have a 
chance to show their stuff. 

Now is the time, while Hitler’s armies are caught deep in the 
Caucasus rat-trap, to spring the trap by opening the Western Front. 
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A NEW PROTEST 


—Soviet magnificence is precipitating today a 
New Protestantism in the Western World. 


NEW PROTEST is in the air today. Not yet quite articulate, 
iN it is in the back of people’s minds. It is under their skins. 

Most of us have a somewhat hazy notion about the protest 
known as the Reformation. We learned in school that there was at 
one time in Europe the unity of universal Christendom and that 
then there was the Renaissance, the rebirth of learning, the redis- 
covery of Greek culture, and that later on when the morality of 
Christendom had reached a low ebb there burst forth the Refor- 
mation. Then we learned that the Protestant Reformation which 
was by the way, an attempt to reform Christendom from within 
(this is often forgotten) failed in its mission and produced what 
some call (with what I believe to be an unnecessarily tragic accent) 
the broken body of Christendom, and that then there grew up as 
an antidote to the Reformation the counter-Reformation which 
stayed inside the Church and to that degree and in that regard was 
a success where the Protestant Reformation failed. 

During the past generation the Reformation has slowed down 
and the counter-Reformation has gathered momentum and is today 
in full career. The counter-Reformation which began by cleansing 
the Church from within has become an aggressive anti-democratic 
(clerical-Fascist) movement by no means including all within the 
Church and by no means always able to count on the support of 
the reigning pontiff. Yet it has become strong enough within recent 
years to have governed the policy of the Vatican whose pattern 
stands out clearly now as a pro-Axis policy. 

Protestantism, to repeat, began as a movement within the body 
of Christendom. And it may well be that the new protest I speak 
of may be able to serve Christendom as the old Protestantism was 
unable to serve Christendom. This may come about for many 
reasons. The world has changed since the time of the Reformation. 
There are latent forces within Catholicism and within Protestantism 
and among millions who have no organizational connection with 
either yet who are no less informed by the Christian spirit. These 
latent forces grow impatient of organizational restriction and out 
of these latent forces may come the miracle of a new organism. Let 
me make it clear that if we of this new protest seem at times harsh 
in condemnation of the political Church it is because we wish to 
serve the religious Church. 

The tragedy of 400 years ago was that Christendom-was, un Ss 
to absorb the Protestant Reformation. The tragedy ofttoday is fi 4 
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Japan or the Nazis or even the Fascist counter-Reformation which 
has formed a temporary and self-seeking alliance with them. The 
tragedy of today is that the Protestant Reformation has become 
so wedded to formula and to the social forms in which it has become 
embedded (largely on account of its economic vested interest in 
those social forms) that it, the Protestant Reformation, cannot 
absorb let alone inspire the new demands of human liberty and 
equality. 

It is this situation which has given rise to the need for a new 
protest. 

The United States is up to now, but barely up to now, a 
Protestant country. This is so not because of statistics of church 
membership, but because the people here (including the vast 
majority of Roman Catholic laymen) believe in democratic institu- 
tions independent of and entirely uncontrolled by any Church. 
Insofar as Roman Catholics believe this (and I repeat the vast 
majority of them do believe this) these Roman Catholics have been 
Protestantized or, to put it in a way more friendly to them: here in 
America, in the twentieth century, Christendom has absorbed the 
Reformation. If this absorption could go on and if the Roman 
Church could state as its official position what is now the unofficial 
position of a majority of its American members, then there would 
be little doubt but that great numbers of Protestants would be 
reabsorbed into the parent body. 

It is for this reason that I insist upon regarding the work of 
THE PROTESTANT as a work in the interests of a truly Catholic 
Christendom. 

And it is in this very interest that all who have broken with 
the authority of the parent Church must denounce the official 
Roman Catholic doctrine that the state should become the servant 
of the Church to carry out its moral edicts. In this connection 
consult the volume entitled The State and the Church by John 
A. Ryan and Moorhouse F. X. Millar; published by Macmillan in 
1937. Let me quote from Msgr. Ryan the following almost incredi- 
ble passage: “As we have already pointed out the men who 
defend the principle of toleration for all varities of religious 
opinion, assume either that all religions are equally true or that 
the true cannot be distinguished from the false. On no other ground 
is it logically possible to accept the theory of indiscriminate and 
universal toleration. 

“To the objection that the foregoing argument can be turned 
against Catholics by a non-Catholic State, there are two replies. 
First, if such a State should prohibit Catholic worship or preaching 
on the plea that it was wrong and injurious to the community, the 
assumption would be false; therefore the two cases are not parallel. 
Second, a Protestant State could not logically take such an attitude 
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(although many of them did so in former centuries) because no 
Protestant sect claims to be infallible. Besides, the Protestant 
principle of private judgment logically implies that Catholics may 
be right in their religious convictions, and that they have a right 
to hold and preach them without molestation. 

“Such in its ultimate rigor and complete implications is the 
Catholic position concerning the alliance that should exist between 
the Church and a Catholic State.” 

Heads you win, tails I lose. 

Let me say a word concerning this word protest. Protest means 
witness. A protestor or a Protestant is a man who witnesses to the 
truth that is in him as over against the truth which is handed to him 
from the outside. Anyone who teaches, knows the difference 
between a pupil who accepts what the teacher hands to him because 
the teacher hands it to him and a pupil who reaches forward to 
the teacher’s truth with the truth that is in the pupil. How often 
teachers yearn for a pupil to voice his protest, his witness to his 
own truth. It is that spirit of protest which is the very essence of 
science and of democracy. It is that spirit against which the 
counter-Reformation wages war in the name of obedience, dis- 
cipline, and authority. 

Fundamentally this war is a war for the preservation of the 
political framework in which that spirit of protest may be free to 
express itself. When this protest began 400 years ago it was not 
a perfect protest. By no means. Wycliffe and Huss, the pre- 
Reformation prophets, were not perfect Protestants. Certainly 
Luther was not, nor Calvin, nor John Knox. But at any rate 
they were all moving away from spiritual tyranny in the direction 
of spiritual freedom. 

Not until Protestantism came to America, not until Roger 
Williams ran away from the church state of Massachusetts and 
founded the state of Rhode Island in which churches for the first 
time became really free from the state, did Protestantism begin 
really to grow up. Then for the first time in the history of the 
world was the principle of the free church initiated and enacted 
into law: That any groups of people believing in anything could 
gather together and worship anything or worship nothing, could 
develop their ideas, could bring their ideas to the common forum 
of controversy, could persuade people to believe this or that or 
nothing at all and could never ask the state to back up their ideas 
with its police force or support their ideas with its subsidy. This 
is what we call the American system, now under attack both abroad 
and at home. The new protest or new Protestantism which has in 
itself no relation whatever officially or unofficially with any 
churches throws us directly into the company of all men, women, 
and children who share our protest. Our company is made up 
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of some who happen to be official leaders in the Protestant church, 


of some who happen to be laymen in the Protestant church, of some — 


who happen to be leading representatives in the Jewish world as 


well as the vast majority of the Jewish people who were protestants 
long before the Protestant era began, of men in the Catholic church 
even of some priests in the Catholic church who disagree as they 
have a perfect right to do according to their own church law with 
the present policy of the Vatican. 


And speaking of Vatican policy (it can be spoken of, you know, © 


quite without prejudice as to the religion which Vatican politics : 


attempts to serve, but which we believe it subverts) speaking © 


of Vatican policy it is necessary to say that the chain of events © 


beginning with the concordat with Mussolini, going on through — 
the concordat with Hitler—the first international recognition of © 
Hitler’s signature—the attack on the Spanish Republic followed by ~ 
the blessing of Franco, the Italian attack on Ethiopia in which the — 
priest followed in the wake of the soldier with unseemly haste to — 


reap the spoils of ecclesiastical aggrandizement, the betrayal of 
France by Petain followed by the blessing of his counter- 
revolutionary Vichy regime, the German attack on Russia in which 


once more priest followed soldier with unseemly haste to extend — 
ecclesiastical empire into the Ukraine, the New Year’s Vatican — 


invitation to the dance of moral death and spiritual stagnation 
known as a negotiated peace with the Nazis, who in Vatican policy 


are not the enemies of mankind (to be wiped out like a horrible © 


plague) but simply one of the many groups of erring children who 
must all come to Rome for correction, down to the crowning event 
of all, the success of the Japanese in at long last finding the key to 
Vatican diplomatic recognition, that key being the entry of Japan 
into the great imperial tradition by her conquest of the East Indies 
—speaking, I say, of Vatican policy, we are compelled to recognize 
its pro-Axis pattern and to recognize that its attempts to keep a foot 
on the other side of the fence should not fool anybody. 

But it does fool many people—tragically it fools many people 
who fear to face the truth because it is a hard truth to look in the 
face, an extremely unpleasant truth, but one the facing of which 
to put off any longer invites disaster. 

These pseudo-liberal Protestants who are forever whitewashing 
Vatican policy think they thus serve the Catholic religion. 

Not so. They are its worst enemies, as Vatican policy is its 
worst enemy. Ask the Basques. Ask the Poles. Ask the Italian 
people today. Ask the French people today. 

They will tell you the truth and it is vitally, terribly, tragically 
important that the American people know the truth—I repeat, for 
the sake of the survival of all religions, for the sake of the survival 
of that air of freedom in which alone religion can live. 


1942 A NEW PROTEST 55 


That is why there are millions of church folk of all creeds who 
will be in our company along with millions of unchurched folk, 
agnostics, who have turned away from the God of the status quo 
and have not yet discovered that the God of the status quo is not 
God at all but God’s very opposite, who have not yet discovered 
that God is the moving spirit owt of every status quo, that God is 
the lifter of every horizon, that God is the death-knell of all 
tyrants, especially those who operate in his name. 

Let me put it this way. 

The spirit in whose name we speak, the spirit which we believe 
to be the spirit of this universe, the God with whom and for whom 
and because of whom we work and fight, is no friend of imperialism, 
is no friend of exploitation, is no friend of Mrs. Grundy or of Mr. 
Namby Pamby, is no friend of Caesar-priests or priest-Caesars. 

He fights shoulder to shoulder with us and we fight shoulder 
to shoulder with him to defeat and to blast and to destroy these 
things. 

And we see this God of ours not in the cold constellations of 
distant stars, but here on this star, in the dignified bearing of men 
as they look into the eyes of their fellow men, as they bow before 
beauty, as they bend to their work, in the all forgiving eyes of 
mothers, in the clear, cool, fearless gaze of little children. And 
we see this God of ours in this anti-Fascist fight of ours, once we 
get squared away to it. If He is not in this fight He is nowhere. 

You say, a big job! Big, yes, but not impossible. These enemies 
of man have been destroyed before. 

What man must learn is that they do not stay destroyed. 

A war was fought on this continent against the principle of 
taxation without representation. 

We are now faced with the spectacle of ecclesiastical institutions 
claiming political power, indeed using political power and yet 
paying no taxes. 

May we be spared the necessity of fighting another war on this 
continent, not this time against the principle of taxation without 
representation, but this time against the principle of representation 
without taxation. 

Already we have been threatened with this fight. From the 
other side. 

Father Coughlin with the tacit approval of the Hierarchy has 
already threatened us with the Franco way. 

Permit me to speak for a moment of this Nazarene carpenter 
who two thousand years ago lived the communal life, talked the 
communal life and prayed the communal prayer. 

This carpenter founded no church, no liturgy, no creed, no 
dynasty of spiritual powers. 
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The common people heard him gladly; the rulers, especially the 
ecclesiastical rulers, heard him sadly and hated him bitterly, as 
they do today. 


To distract the minds of the people from his communal message 1 


the world built beautiful churches, tombs for his simple gospel. 

To mock his recommendations, which were so simple that a 
child could understand them, they made mysteries out of them, 
logical labyrinths of twisted thinking. 


If that carpenter had wanted to teach the world theology or P 
philosophy, if he had wanted to set down the rules and regulations | 


of a church, he would have done those things. 
But he did none of those things. 


By telling stories, simple stories, and by living, as I say, with © 


his companions, a communal life, he taught men the inside story — 


of what life is all about and how to live it, and especially he taught a 


them that the exploitation of man by man (one man using another, 


in any way) was the way above all ways to miss the whole point’ 


of living. 

Now you would think that they would let a man alone for 
teaching such a simple thing. 

_And they would have let him alone, they would have treated 
him as a harmless eccentric, they might even have treated him as 
a brilliant pulpit orator if he had only kept his ideas out of life. 

But no, he put them into life, he insisted on practising them and 
getting people to practise them; and the people heard him gladly 
and the people followed him—and since the people were the sheep 
to be shorn by the big men of the church and state of that day, and 
since in order to shear the sheep the sheep must stand still and be 
patient and say nothing except perhaps a little baa, since it was 
not doing any good to the sheep shearing business at all for this 
man to go around turning sheep into wolves—therefore they took 
this carpenter very seriously and had him put out of the way. 

“Yet each man kills the thing he loves, 
By each let this be heard: 

Some do it with a bitter look, 

Some with a flattering word; 

The coward does it with a kiss, 

The brave man with a sword!” 

The Greco-Roman world did it with a flattering word; it took 
the message of the carpenter, made it philosophically respectable, 
clothing it with the gown of the philosopher Plato and putting it 
on the throne of the Caesars, thus removing it from the sphere 
of what Henry Wallace calls the People’s Revolution. The Platon- 
ists had the idea that what we call the real world was really unreal 
and that the really real world was the world of ideas. A loaf of 
bread, this loaf of bread that I am eating is not really real. The 
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really real loaf of bread is the pure idea. This kind of thinking 
was very convenient for a man who liked to eat the loaf and give 
half of the idea of a loaf to his neighbor. It has worked splendidly 
for well-nourished idealists throughout the history of Christendom 
but the era of its effectiveness is coming to an end. 

At any rate although the carpenter has been too alive to kill 
either with a cross or with philosophy, and although he walks out 
through all the enamel and paint we may put on him and throws in 
our faces the jewelled crown we have put upon his head and 
confronts us over and over again with his simple life and his simple 
stories, yet it is true to say that up to now the Western World has 
largely praised that Nazarene carpenter with its words and has 
mocked him with its deeds. 

This mockery has risen to a high point during the past twenty 
years, the period during which the Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics has dedicated itself to the proposition that what the 
Nazarene carpenter said was quite true, has based its civilization 
upon the simple principles of this carpenter, just as if he was a 


| practical fellow who knew exactly what he was talking about. 


Furthermore, the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics has dedi- 
cated itself to defend that proposition with the life and power, the 
passionate life and the ultimate power, of two hundred million 
men and women and children against the enemies of that proposi- 
tion. 

This, although the Soviet people are quite understandably 
suspicious, not of the carpenter himself, but of those who talk 
Jesus and mock Jesus and indeed collaborate openly with Adolph 
Hitler in the very name of Jesus. 

Today we of the West have at long last been brought to the 
proving ground of history, to the proving ground of armed conflict: 
yes, but more, to the proving ground of our own sincerity, of our 
own integrity, of our own soul or sanity (call it which you will.) 
For a long time now we of the West have said that a non-exploiting 
world was impossible for human nature to achieve. 

The way which Jesus had said was the only way to live we 
said was an impossible way to live. 

We did not dare call him a liar, so we made liars out of our- 
selves, praising him with our lips and mocking him with our 
minds and deeds. 

This equivocal attitude of the Western World to the carpenter 
of Nazareth has prevented the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics 
from acknowledging the place he should have in their hearts, the 
place he ultimately will have in their hearts. Already in their 
symbolism, on the flag upon whose red folds the world now looks 
with such gratitude there are the symbols of noble toil, the symbol 
of the hammer of the carpenter himself, the star which is no distant 
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star but this very earth, this little planet on which the human 


| 


family walks, over whose treasures the human family has foolishly — 


quarreled, but now in whose socialist sixth it quarrels no more. 


And this brings me to consider the positive constructive side of our 


new protest. 

Our company of new Protestants, since coming into existence, 
has sought and still seeks to create a real understanding between 
the country of man’s latest revolution and the country of the! 
American Revolution. 

For we have believed and still believe that that is what th 
World must have today if the world is not to enter an epoch o 
slavery. 

Man has today a chance to stabilize freedom with palate 
simply because two large blocs of power can be mobilized to this 
end; the British-American bloc and the Soviet bloc. 

But I need not tell you that this won’t happen automatically. 

It won’t happen until the people make it happen. 

The Soviet people can’t do it alone. 

The British people can’t do it alone. 

It is a job for the British people and the Soviet people and 
the American people. : 

And this requires first of all and most of all that the British 
and American people who have been misinformed and quite 
literally lied to about the Soviet people for twenty years, must 
suddenly now catch up on their home work. 

There is a tendency amongst some of us to indulge in a false 
optimism concerning the present chorus of praises for Russia. 

It sounds so good to our ears that we are very apt to be entirely 
deluded by it, for the rulers of the Western World and the opinion 
makers who serve the rulers, have not been converted. 

History has tested them many times. They have failed the test. 
They still fail the test. Beware of these choruses of praise. 

It is the Platonic heresy of the Western World to sing praises 
with the word and to betray with the deed. 

How we scolded Japan for murdering the Chinese while we 
supplied her with the weapons of murder. ° 

How we scolded Hitler and Mussolini while we gave them a 
clear field in Spain, in Ethiopia, in Albania, in Czecho-Slovakia. 

The richest curses in the concentration camps of Europe were 
not for Hitler but were for us who were free to move and did not 
move; those curses will not cease until we prove something we 
have not yet proved. 

How easily we could have stopped the whole thing many times. 

We always saw two sides to everything—and impaled ourselves 
on the weathervanes of our so-called liberalism—peering here, 
peering there and going nowhere, which meant serving Fascism. 
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If the Soviet resistance to Fascism should be allowed—by our 
lack of understanding, so tragically widespread at the present time 
— to crumble; if by any sour stroke of fate Russia should fall — 
well, to put it prosaically, it might be centuries before a sufficient 
technical power could be harnessed by free peoples to reestablish 
once more a balance of power for freedom. 

Abraham Lincoln knew that wage slavery had in it the seeds of 
chattel slavery. ‘ 

He knew that wage slavery must move in one of two directions: 
in the direction of complete chattel slavery or in the direction of 
freedom from all slavery. 

And this is what has happened. 

Wage slavery has moved into opposite directions. 

For the new slavery in Germany is many thousand-fold more 
powerful than any previous slavery. 

On the other hand, the Russians represent a complete break 
with wage slavery. 

Of course it is not the only kind of break that can be made. In 
such countries as the Scandinavian North this break was being 
made more gently, more easily, more continuously with the past. 

This was because the Scandinavian past had within its own 
elements of change, had within it the principle of self-criticism. 

In Russia, on the other hand, the very opposite was true. The 
Russian church state was brittle as well as brutal, hard, unyielding, 
ruthless. No part of it could be broken without breaking all of it. 
To touch one pillar brought the whole structure down. 

This was why the Russian Revolution was inevitable. 

And this is why it is ridiculous to suppose that we must have 
any such revolution here. 

It is the faith of our group and of most of the American people 
that this country can move forward of its own volition and in an 
orderly, peaceful manner into our own form of free democratic 
economy. 

But we shall never do this, we shall never have the opportunity 
of doing this unless we first see and understand the real nature of 
the Russian Revolution and what it means to mankind. 

Unlike the Russians who long ago settled with their internal 
enemies, we are faced with a struggle within this democracy to see 
that democratic rights are not used successfully by those in our 
midst who war against democracy. These enemies of democracy 
in our midst use every weapon which democracy itself has placed’ 
in their hands—they are not content merely to use the vote. They 
organize all along the line mass meetings, letter writing campaigns, 
blizzards of telegrams to Washington. They take no holidays. They 
never rest. 
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I say if we are to develop without revolution in America, if we 


are to develop peacefully as the Scandinavian countries were de- » 


veloping peacefully, then the forces of peaceful development, must 


wake up and go to work, must purge themselves of shortsighted — 


selfishness, must work as hard and harder than their enemies here, 
must hold their mass meetings, must send to Washington their 
blizzards of telegrams and letters, must forget vacations and all 
the comforts of static periods, for this is a dynamic period. And 
its present dynamic surges with the demand that we fight the 
Fascists. 

For the very opportunity to carry on this work in this country 
depends upon the morale of the Russian people and their leaders, 
upon the strength of their armies and upon the genius of their 
generals. And their success in turn depends upon our good faith. 

We do not yet understand either our own predicament or the 


historic community of interest we have with the Russian people | 


and with the Soviet government. 

Two thousand years ago the Jewish national religion gave birth 
to the early Christian gatherings which later coalesced into the 
great Eastern and Western churches, which still later gave birth 
to the Protestant Reformation and to the free churches. 

Out of this process of spiritual conditioning which never ceased 
to penetrate and enrich the human spirit—out of this Jewish Chris- 
tian tradition which had already produced the Mosaic code, the 
Psalms, the prophetic cries for justice, the parables of Jesus, the 
canticles of Francis, the communes and their cathedrals, the Book 
of Kells, the paintings of Fra Angelico and Peter Breughel, the 
songs of Palestrina and Josquin Des Pres—out of this tradition 
burst forth in the realm of the political arts three revolutions: the 
American Revolution, the French Revolution and the Russian 
Revolution. 

The New Protest is here to say that the world must discover a 
modus vivendi with the Russian Revolution: and to say further 
that if the world cannot live with the Russian Revolution then the 
world will live wnder the Fascist counter-revolution. Soviet Russia 
has during the entire period of Fascist eruption proved itself to be 
a stabilizing influence, has proved that it can live with and collabo- 
rate with other systems. Fascism on the other hand has amply 
proved that it must have all or nothing: it must be heiled to or 
heeled under. 

The fact that Fascism concentrates its fury against Russia is 
testimony to the fact that Fascism sees in Russia the essential core, 
the rock of world resistance to Fascism. 

Since Fascism is designed to take back bread from the people, 
books from the people, conscience from the people, therefore it 
must wipe out the three revolutions I have spoken of; and it must 
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wipe out the very memory of these revolutions and the traditions 
which gave them birth. 

And since Fascism has honoured the latest of these revolutions 
with its heaviest attack, and since this latest revolution has with- 
stood that attack, therefore we—the heirs of the other revolutions 
and reformations, the heirs of the Jewish Christian tradition, the 
heirs of the whole human tradition—find ourselves now suddenly 
seeing the Russian soldiers, the Russian workers, with new eyes: 
seeing them as comrades in the toiling march of humanity out of 
all slaveries, out of all idolatries into the realm of creative and 
exultant freedom. 
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The Catholic Pattern is a 
shrewd and vehement argument 
for medievalism and the Roman 
Church. Of Irish birth and 
Jesuit training, the author pre- 
sents the oft repeated and hack- 
neyed thesis that humanity can 
save itself only by a return to 
Rome, with a naivete which is 
incredible and with an intoler- 
ance which is shocking as it is 
dangerously un-American. (One 
wonders whether the repudia- 
tion of liberalism and the exal- 
tation of absolutism in the field 
of religion and the spirit is more 
astounding and appalling than 
the sorry predicament civilized 
man finds himself—the chief 
concern of the author.) 

The ultimate cause for the 
collapse of our civilization and 
for the disaster which engulfs 
us is, according to Mr. Woodlock, 
the Reformation, and the “evils” 
it ushered in, such as freedom of 
conscience, freedom of thought, 
and freedom of religion—‘“evils” 
classified under the general term 
of ‘‘individualization’’, and 
which broke up the religious 
unity of the race. His theory is 
that responsible for the sorry 
plight of man is not human stu- 
pidity and greed, but the “‘meta- 
physical heresy’’, which repudi- 
ates the dogma and the creed of 
the Roman Church. In what 


a 
manner an omnipotent and ab- ! 
solute Church is less objection- | 
able and less dangerous to “ 
human welfare than an omnipo-— 4 
tent and absolute state, we are - 
not told. Assuredly, the Gesu 
and the Holy Inquisition are not ! 
far apart in aims, methods, and * 
in the results to the unfortunate ” 
victims. Mr. Woodlock conven- 
iently overlooks the glaring fact ‘ 
that during the many centuries : 
prior to Luther and the Refor- ' 
mation, when Europe was under 4 
the hegemony —religious and | 
political—of the Popes, it was” 
anything but a paradise. What! 
startlingly disproves his thesis | 
that submission to the cult and * 
creed of Rome insures bliss and " 
prosperity is the present appall- : 
ing misery and human degrada- 4 
tion — of body and spirit — of | 
such purely Catholic countries as ¢ 
Spain, and Italy where His Holi | 
ness resides. 

With the first portion of the i 
volume, a frank and simple # 
statement of the doctrine, dogma h 
and practice of the Roman | 
Church, none will argue. If one ’ 
does not accept the author’s re- 
ligious beliefs, one must admire i 
him for clarifying and defend- i 
ing them, which is not only his 
privilege, but his right. The} 
second portion, however, which 
details in grim fashion and with 
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sadistic delight the ills of mod- 
rn society, stamps the author 
aS an unregenerate medievalist, 
reaching not only fallacious but 
pPxceedingly dangerous 
loctrines. 

A document which is held in 
ighty disapproval by all free 
inds and which has been repu- 
diated by all intellectual circles 
s the Syllabus of Errors of 1848, 
ssued by Pius IX. The ency- 
lical is a bitter and sweeping 
denunciation of liberailsm, but 
specifically of freedom of con- 
science, of free thought, of free 
‘eligion, of free speech, of those 
deals which form the very basis 
f our democratic way. This 
anti-liberal document justly ab- 
orred by all liberals, the author 
#oraises, extols and presents as 
he platform upon which hu- 
gmanity can rebuild the shat- 
,mered edifice of its civilization. 
4 The intensity of the author’s 
eactionary temper is attested 
not by distortion of John Dew- 
ey’s philosophy, not by his repu- 
iation of the scientific spirit, in 
‘The Great Superstition” but by 
he chapter on “The Moral Deb- 
acle” which upon examination 
turns out to be a vitriolic de- 
gounciation of the New Deal, 
wfter the manner of all Roosevelt 
haters. 

The first ‘‘evidence’ for the 
‘debacle’ is that great crime 
ongress perpetrated in 1938 
hen it suspended the gold 
*lause and relieved the govern- 
tment from the obligation to re- 
eem its paper currency in the 
amount of gold stipulated and 
wforovided in 1898. The second 
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“evidence” which we only nar- 
rowly escaped, was the attempt 
of President Roosevelt to “pack” 
the Supreme Court. Here, the 
author enters into a long and 
Jesuitical defense of “natural” 
justice which is ‘fa moral plan” 
and therefore immutable. The 
possibility that the Supreme 
Court, as it was constituted 
when President Roosevelt sought 
to increase its membership, may 
have obstructed ‘natural’ jus- 
tice, and may have violated the 
“moral principle” inherent in 
the universe, never occurs to 
him. In spite of such deep rev- 
erence for the “moral principle’” 
Mr. Woodlock is not at all in- 
censed at, or even annoyed, by 
the Vatican’s Concordat with 
such immoral creatures as Mus- 
solini, Hitler, and, only recently, 
the Emperor of Japan. Just 
where is the “moral principle’” 
in making treaties with the very 
gangsters who are the immed- 
iate cause of all our present 
woes? 

A real achievement in casuis- 
try and intellectual deception is 
the author’s chapter on demo- 
cracy, in which he can do no 
better than insist that the 
Church “does not oppose demo- 
cratic forms’. His long and ted- 
ious dissertation on democracy 
ignores the uniqueness of the 
democratic process, its very 
heart, which is liberty of con- 
science and of thought. Demo- 
cracy is a way of life, and not a 
“form”. When it is only a ‘‘form’” 
it is a pure fraud. Genuine 
democracy as distinguished from 
“form” democracy embodies: 
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freedom of conscience and opin- 
ion, precisely those rights which 
are anathema to Mr. Woodlock. 
To write at length on democracy 
without mentioning the word 
“freedom” is to write sheer non- 
sense. And it is utterly insuf- 
ficient these days merely “not to 
oppose democratic forms’. A 
positive acceptance of the demo- 
cratic way, and an uncomprom- 
ising rejection of totalitarianism, 
is. the demand of the hour and 
our age. 

Few Americans have defended 
the rights of conscience and free 
thought as staunchly as did 
Thomas, Jefferson. A Deist, he 
detested authoritarian religion 
and gloried in the fact that he 
was responsible for the separa- 
tion of Church and State, for 
popular education, ete: How 
amazing. and _ preposterous, 
therefore, is the claim that the 
Declaration of Independence, 
chiefly authored by him, was in- 
spired by the Catholic Pattern? 
Does the Pattern, as envisioned 
by Mr. Woodlock, countenance 
the separation of Church and 
State, or free thought—so dear 
to the heart of Jefferson? How 
does one reconcile the Declara- 
tion with the Syllabus? 

This volume is a challenge to 
the American way of life, not 
alone by virtue of the implicit 
repudiation of the postulates of 
freedom but by the bigotry and 
intolerance which saturates its 
pages. That this blind fanatic- 
ism is presented with restraint 
and with a.shrewd naivete does 
not lessen its essential vicious- 
ness. A simple story told by the 
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author with gusto illustrates the 
fierce and dangerous intoler-— 
ance of Mr. Woodlock’s Pattern. 
Protestant and Catholic chap- 
lains, after serving in the last 
war, separated at demobiliza- 
tion. To the greeting of the Pro- 
testant, “Well, goodbye, Father 
. It has been delightful to” 
work with you and to know that | 
we have both been doing God’s 
work”, the Catholic priest re-— 
plied, “Indeed yes. You in your™ 
way and I in His.” This is the 
spirit of the book, that all reli-— 
gion is heretical and false except © 
Roman Catholicism, which alone — 
has a monopoly of religious truth 
and moral and spiritual weight. 
The Catholic Pattern of Mr. 
Woodlock is out of harmony with - 
American democracy, where 
political and religious freedom — 
are primary, indispensable qual-— 
ities. What is reassuring is that 
the great mass of American Ca-_ 
tholics happily do not subscribe 
to this interpretation of Catholi-~ 
cism and are fortunately free 
from the intolerance and bigotry 
which afflict the author. 
RABBI THEODORE N. LEWIS. 


MEN BEHIND THE WAR. By. 
Johannes Steel. New York: 
Sheridan House. $3.50. 
Johannes Steel has, in the 

course of his newspaper career, 

developed a sixth sense of de- 
duction. Frequently he is visited 
by a presentiment—born of cold 
reason and of experience—that 
makes him recognize a political 
development before it is actually 

initiated. And since he is a 

courageous and penetrating ana- 
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Hilyst he has hit the bull’s-eye 
much more often than most of 
his colleagues. 
In his latest book, Men Be- 
hind the War, Steel demon- 
Jstrates his gift for differentiat- 
jjing between essential and secon- 
dary material. Because of this 
his volume stands out as a re- 
j vealing source book that fills a 
great need. Newspaper readers 
jj}and radio listeners will do well 
Jjto keep it within easy reach. It 
is chock-full of answers to ques- 
Jitions that plague us daily. 
i] Whenever an important political 
pronouncement puzzles you or 
a cabinet change or military up- 
set in this or that of the key na- 
.itions mystifies you, turn to 
\aSteel’s Men Behind the War. 
There you will most likely find 
the reasons why General X or 
Prime Minister Y had to fail 
eventually. 
| Expertly and dispassionately, 
and without sensationalism, 
.| Steel dissects the pivotal leaders 
in this global conflict. Winston 
Churchill, Anthony Eden, Lord 
‘| Halifax, General Wavell, Joseph 
Stalin, Maxim Litvinoff, Mar- 
shal Timoshenko and General de 
Gaulle, to mention but a few, are 
.) handled with a fine sense of per- 
‘manent biographical writing. 
While Steel does not always add 
to our knowledge of these per- 
‘| sonalities, he invariably gives us 
a keen interpretation of the mo- 
tives responsible for their poli- 
tical orientation. 
Men Behind the War is the 
work of a craftsman who knows 


‘| how to condense the essence of 


_|a human character in a few 


VITAL LITERATURE 65, 


pages. With a penetrating eye 
the author traces the develop- 
ment of the men on whose 
shoulders rests the fate of hu- 
manity. To round out the pic- 
ture he also gives us a compre- 
hensive close-up of Axis leaders 
such as Mussolini, Count Ciano, 
Pierre Laval, Hermann Goering, 
Paul Josef Goebbels, Joachim 
von Ribbentrop and Walther von 
Brauchitsch, and even Emperor 
Hirohito and General Tojo. 

There is no dramatization of 
the author’s own adventures in 
this book. With admirable re- 
straint Steel contents himself 
with presenting to us the full- 
sized portraits of the men be- 
hind the war. His gallery of 
human canvases is as important | 
to an understanding of this 
world struggle as a geographical 
atlas. 

Men Behind the War is the 
work of a clear-eyed observer, 
student and analyst. Unques- 
tionably a major and. mature 
book, it belongs in the library 
of every one who prides himself 
on keeping au courant with 
swift-moving world affairs. 

A biography of contemporary 
history, a unique treasury of 
indispensable background ma- 
terial. : 

JOSEPH BRAININ. 


THE STORY OF AMERICAN CATHO- 
LICISM. By Theodore Maynard. 
(New York: The Macmillan 
Company. 1941. Pp. xviii, 694. 
$3.50.) 

This story makes more sense 
as propaganda than as history. 

Not that its colorful style is 
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out of place in historical writ- 
ing; nor that its employment 
of principally secondary sources 
deprives it of value as a survey. 
Rather, its evident bias against 
everything radically American 
and in favor of everything that 


contributes to the success of the 


mission of the Roman Catholic 
Church ‘to win America for 
Christ,” its tortuous argument, 
its emotionally loaded epithets, 
its undocumented assertions, its 
perversion of significant poli- 
tical, social, and cultural factors, 
make it the sort of book that is 
a delight to the irresponsible 
searcher for thrills and an 
abomination to any lover of 
truth. 

Dr. Maynard is anxious to 
show that there is a “distinctive- 
ly American Catholicism.” Lord 
Baltimore’s Catholic settlers in 
religiously tolerant Maryland 
“were American from the be- 
ginning,” that scholastic— 
though admittedly unorthodox 
—‘‘democratic” theory was one 
of the sources of the Revolu- 
tionary ideology. For these and 
similar reasons, the Roman 
Church is viewed as “the na- 
tural upholder of American in- 
stitutions” (excepting, of course, 
such minor aberrations as the 
American system of public 
schools and the American tra- 
dition of the separation of 
church and state!). 

Accordingly, we are informed 
that “the story told in these 
pages should make... unten- 
able” the view that ‘‘American- 
ism is basically Protestant and 
that only Protestantism is truly 
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American.” In contrast to Catho- 
lics, the Puritans— who were 
‘“‘sour-faced saints” and “bigots” 
—‘‘became Americans only by 
slow degrees”; their Calvinism 
(says this medievalist) is now 
“antiquated” and Puritanism 
“strikes us today as a historical 


aberration”; John Endicott was — 
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“a bigoted fool’; Roger Williams © 


was an apostle of religious bigo- 
try and his tolerance is “largely 
a myth”; a “negative Catholic 
cause” of the Revolution was 


the resentment of ‘Protestant 
bigots” to the Quebec Act’s ex-_ 


tension of religious liberty to 


Britain’s newly acquired pos- . 
sessions in Canada (the author ~ 


does not explicate the true idea 


that the Act threatened also to- 


extend political absolutism) ; 
Methodists and Baptists are 
spoken of as “rabble-rousers”’; 


the typical Protestant chaplain | 
in the World War was “a super- . 
ior sort of entertainer” (hence, , 


‘there was not much point” in 


his “putting his skin in dan- , 


ger”); “venereal disorders” 


were found to be less prevalent — 
among Catholic soldiers in the | 
“other | 


World War 
groups.” 


than in 


But the author is not content . 


merely to “prove” that Ameri- 
canism is not basically Protes- 


tant. He wishes also that Roman | 


Catholics (who, it will be re- 
membered, “were Americans 
from the beginning’) would 
have the courage to purify 
Americanism of its dross. Since 
“Protestantism is now so doc- 
trinally decayed as to be incap- 


able of offering any serious op- 
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‘| position, . . . Catholicism could 
,/cut through Protestantism as 
|} through so much butter.” In 
“Wshort, ‘the time is ripe for a 
‘} momentous Catholic effort in the 
| United States.” A good fat anti- 
) Protestant book which might 
help to upset the complacency 
_}of our great liberal word-men 
-}if they would only read it. 

1 JAMES LUTHER ADAMS 


"| DEMOCRATIC IDEALS AND REALITY. 

By Sir Hatford Mackinder. 

New York: Henry Holt & Co. 

(1942) Maps Index. Pages 219. 

: $2.50. 

'} GEoPoLitics. By Robert Strausz- 
Hupe. New York: Putnam 
(1942) Maps Index. Pages 274. 
HAYES 
Lately many volumes have 

| been written on Geo-politic and 

‘}German plans for world con- 

quest. To understand the funda- 

‘|mentals of the present struggle 

“| for power and control of ‘“‘space”’ 

“}one should read Mackinder’s 

‘| brilliant study, which was first 

published in 1919. His funda- 

mental observations are _ so 
sound that they are fully ap- 
plicable today. He conclusively 
shows the true significance of 

) the struggle between Russia and 

‘| Germany—the latter trying to 

‘| get control of the region of the 

world which would make her so 

‘| strong that it would enable her 

to accomplish world conquest by 

stages—control of the Middle 

East, India as well as Africa. 
Mr. Strausz-Hupe’s work 

‘| Geopolitics is an interesting and 

‘| indispensable summary of Geo- 

| political thought of German geo- 
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graphers, political scientists as 
well as generals. This work ana- 
lyses the theories of General 
Haushofer who was influenced 
by Admiral Makan, General 
Homer Lee as well as Sir Hat- 
ford Mackinder. 

These two works throw con- 
siderable light on the process of 
land-power’s seaward expan- 
sion to defeat the sea power as 
a stepping-stone towards world 
domination. 

To understand the global stra- 
tegy of the Axis Powers and 
possible future developments in 
operations these books will be 
of great help to serious students, 


INDIA WITHOUT FABLE. By Kate 
L. Mitchell. New York: Knopf. 
pp. 296, map and index. $2.50. 
India is a member of the Uni- 

ted Nations, and more than one 

million Indian soldiers have 
been recruited to fight the bat- 
tles of the United Nations, yet 
the leaders of Indian national- 
ists — Maulavi Abdul Kalam 

Azad, Mahatma Gandhi, Pandit 

Jawaharlal Nehru and _ thou- 

sands of others—are in jail. More 

than 30,000 persons have been 
wounded and at least one thou- 
sand persons have been killed in 

India during the recent anti- 

British outbreaks. Miss Mitchell 

has made a distinct service to 

the cause of enlightening the 

American public as to the real 

situation regarding India. She 

writes simply and without fear. 

It is not a history of India; but it 

deals with most important pre- 

sent day issues — What India 

Means to Britain, Rise of Indian 
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Nationalism, India’s Part in the 
Last World War, What Is the 
Nature of the Government of 
India, India’s Industrial Poten- 
tiality and Wartime Industrial 
Expansion, India and the Second 
World War, The Cripps Mission 
and the Aftermath, and the 
Nature of Indian National As- 
pirations and Its Relation to 
World Freedom and American 
Responsibilities. 

The author is not a pacifist 
and does not agree with views 
of Mr. Gandhi on certain mat- 
ters; and so her conclusions 
(based upon hard facts) are of 
greater significance. This book 
on India by an American stu- 
dent of Asiatic affairs is the best 
that is at present available. 

TARAKNATH Das 


THE ODYSSEY OF A .FAITH. By 
Bernard Heller. Harper Bros., 
N.Y. 1942. $2.50. 

This is an exciting book on 
Israel’s sojourn among the na- 
tions. ‘Odyssey’ indicates not 
only the epic scope, but also the 
epic style of this treatment of a 
subject that only too frequently 
becomes ‘‘lyrical’’ in the hands 
of writers, who have neither the 
historical sense nor the imagina- 
tive instinct and_ prophetic 
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insight that distinguish Dr. Hel- 
ler’s treatment. Fifteen episodes, 
from “The Nomad Turns Far- 
mer” to ‘‘Zionism. Versus) 
Sinaism”, tell the more than) 
three thousand-year old story of 
a people which, like the hero 
of the ancient Homeric epic, ha 
succeeded so well in steerin 
safely between the Scylla o 
“capitulationism” on the on 
hand, and the Charybdis of a 
ossified nationalism on the other. 
The author calls this spiritua 
vitality and cultural resilienc 
of Jewish genius the capacity 
for ‘synthetic adjustment,” and) 
makes out a strong case for this” 
quality of Judaism which today, 
as probably never before, is call= 
ed upon to practice this “syn= 
thetic adjustment” in finding a 
modus vivendi that may assure’ 
to Jews the status of an inde- 
pendent national existence in a 
rehabilitated Palestine, and th 
security of unrestricted citizen— 
ship among the nations accord- 
ing to their free choice. If scien- 
tific appreciation of fact and 
scholarly organization of ma- 
terial together with poetic ima- 
gination make a good historian, 
Dr. Heller is a historian of major 
proportions. 
Karu M. CHWOROWSKY 
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Let us be frank with ourselves. The claim to 
divine power and guidance which we put for- 
ward through the Church has not been substan- 
tiated by the recent acts of the Church or the 
influence it has exerted during our life-time on 


world progress. 


—SIrR STAFFORD CRIPPS 
Sept. 26, 1942 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR 


‘WLetter from Otto Strasser, 
Chairman of the Free German Movement 


Friends of mine have sent me No. 7 of your magazine with an 
article ‘“Strassers Free Germany” by Heinz Pol. 

Emphasizing by the title of your magazine that you are a Pro- 
testant and, of course, a democratic paper, you certainly did not 
know that Mr. Heinz Pol is an ardent German Communist. 

This explains clearly enough his personal attacks against my 
brother and myself. 

Regarding his political attacks, I only confront his statements 
with the truth, as follows: 

(1) Mr. Heinz Pol writes: “Strasser’s program for the recon- 

struction of Germany after Hitler has frequently changed tone and 
‘colour during the past 15 years.” 
The truth is that the program of the “Black Front,” founded 
‘by myself and my friends in July 1930, was published in a book 
“Aufbau des Deutschen Sozialismus” which appeared May 1940 
under the title ‘“Germany Tomorrow” in English by Jonathan Cape, 
London and is still the program of the Free German Movement. 

(2) Mr. Heinz Pol writes: “In the future Strasser-Germany the 
Fuehrer principle is to be preserved. Neither democratic elections 
nor a parliament shall exist.” 

In reality the reader of the mentioned book “Germany To- 
‘} morrow” finds on the pages 178-210 the concrete conception of a 
modern form of democracy, outlined on page 192 as follows: “We 
‘} must therefore create, instead of the bureaucratically dictarial 
State of fascist, bolshevist, or parliamentary irresponsibility, the 
‘| genuinely popular State of German democracy” . . . and on page 
194: “The vocational councils... are the outcome of general, equal, 
secret, and direct election by persons active in a vocation or retired 
'] therefrom.” 

In addition, the program booklet of our movement “Free Ger- 
many against Hitler” states clearly: ‘‘The Free German Movement 
therefore bases the democracy in the German of Tomorrow not on 
parties, but on a system of vocational classes—but of course with 
the same universal, direct suffrage by secret ballot as accords with | 
the nature of every true democracy.” 

(3) Mr. Heinz Pol writes: “In Strasser-Germany, too, the 
‘dominating class’ is to be the military.” 

The truth is, that our modern form of democracy does not know 
any “dominating class,” neither the domination of the ‘‘Bourgoisie,”’ 
nor that of the “Proletarian,” nor that of the ‘‘Military.” 


70 THE PROTESTANT Oct.-Nov. » 


al 


Every reader of the mentioned book finds the proof there, but 
also in the program-booklet “Free Germany against Hitler,” 
which states (on page 9): “For the German people this means not 
only the overcoming of the bloody dictatorship of the Hitler-regime, 
but also the overcoming of the traditional, if mild dictatership of 
the princes and potentates which has given rise to that fatal ser- 
vility that has so far been so great a hindrance in the democratiza- 
tion of Germany.” 7 

(4) Mr. Heinz Pol writes: “In Strasser-Germany Jews may a 
acquire German citizenship, eae are subject to alien legs 
and may not marry Non-Jews” ff 

How untrue this statement is, is proved on page 73 of the men- | 
tioned book “Germany Tomorrow” in a chapter “A word on thal 
Jewish problem” which says: 3 

“Politically considered there are three alternative solutions: © 

(a) Persons of different racial origin from the majority mayg 
be described as foreigners; ' 

(b) Groups of persons of various racial stamps may be | 
deemed to constitute national minorities; 

(c) Persons belonging to different stocks may be incor- . 
porated into the main body of the nation of assimilation. 

All three methods are equally possible and equally honorable, 
with the urgent proviso that every adult person of another stock 
than that of the majority must himself or herself have full right 

to decide which method to adopt.” 

(5) Mr. Heinz Pol writes: “He (Otto Strasser) was also the 
leader of the Anti-religious forces within the Nazi movement .. . 
and after his split with Hitler he declared himself to be the implac- , 
able enemy of Catholicism.” 4 

The untruth of this statement in its personal part is proved by 
the fact that I never have been an enemy of Catholicism, but | 
during all my life a devote member of the Catholic Church, with- | 
out interruption. 

Politically, it is proved by the chapter 2 “Religion and Church” | 
of the mentioned book “Germany Tomorrow,” where you read on | 
page 206: 

“All this indicates that Christianity and Europe are not anti- . 
theses, but that on the contrary the mental attitude of the West | 
has been formed and determined by Christianity—which itself, , 
though beginning outside Europe, has largely been domiciled there | 
for ages.” 

And the program booklet of the Free German Movement repeats } 
this attitude on page 14 as follows: 

“The Free German Movement, which is a political movement, 
can give no recipe for the cure of the spiritual disease. But it | 
supports the ecclesiastical and religious communions whose task 
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"this is; and it professes, from deep inner conviction, its belief in 
Christianity and in its moral laws.” 

I hope, Mr. Editor, you are fair enough to publish this answer 
of mine in your magazine too, so that the American readers are 
able to judge by themselves. 
OTTO STRASSER- 


Heinz Pol’s Reply to Strasser: 


The facts about Otto Strasser’s program are the following: 

He drafted it in 1930 after he left Hitler’s party. It was first 
published in 1932 by Lindner in Leipzig . This original program 
which has never been translated is the only authentic one, and 
Strasser himself in one of his most recent public statements from 
‘}Canada emphasized: 

“The Black Front is a militant organization, aiming to build 
a’post-war Germany along lines laid down in the program of 
L930) 05 3 

This program repudiates categorically ‘the democratic prin- 
‘ciple of equality” and demands the “complete abolition of the 
parliamentary system.” (p. 65) On the same page it is stated: 
“It is time to unveil the repulsive and gain-seeking falsehood of 
popular government maintained by demagogy that... contributes 
to serving for various obscure forces (Freemasons, Jews, and 
Jesuits) .” 

Concerning the Jewish question the program of 1930 declares: 

“Jews can never be German citizens.” “They must be placed 
‘Junder alien legislation.” ‘A German who marries a Jew loses his 
citizenship.” (p. 73) 

The principal aim of the future Strasser-Germany, as outlined 
in the program, is the creation of a German Central Europe. This 


h|Jmeans the “union of all Germans living in Europe.” (pp. 77-78) 


It furthermore means a “revolutionary” war against the ‘“capital- 
istic Western powers.” This war would create the ‘New Order.” 
(p. 81) 

Pages 84 and 85 deal with religious questions. Here the program 
tJattacks violently the “international” Catholic Church. In the 
future Strasser Germany the Church must be established on “a 
| purely national (voelkische) basis.” The program coins the slogan: 
“Against Rome, beyond Wittenberg.” 

On pages 89-90 the program outlines the role of the army in the 
‘}future Germany: “The warrior caste will be the ruling class of 
the State.” 

These quotations may suffice. How come that Strasser in his 
it} letter quotes quite different (although not exactly democratic- 
‘| minded) passages from his program? This is very simple: 
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In 1940, Strasser, patronized by some friends in London and 
elsewhere, published a book under the title “Germany Tomorrow” 
in which he included his program of 1930. Not in full, of course; 
just those parts which were not too openly pro-Fascist, anti- 
religious and anti-Semitic. This purged edition, intended to deceivin 
those who are not familiar with Strasser’s past career and future” 
aspirations, contains no war threats against the Western demo- 
cracies, no attacks against the Catholics; and the special anti-Jewis 
laws have been transformed into a couple of ambiguous suggestions. 

Strasser’s program of 1930 ends with the battle cry “Hei 
Deutschland!” The faked English version of 1940 ends with the 
proclamation of the “Resurrection of the West.” And from this 
faked version the quotations of his letter are taken. : 

Really, Otto Strasser is a smart Fascist, although not as smart” 
as he thinks. 

Of his assertion that Iam an “ardent German communist” I ca 
only say that it’s nonsense. However, I have a hunch where he 
got that from: he no doubt is quoting a former friend of his who, 
when he decreed my expatriation because of my anti-Nazi activi- 
ties, also called me a communist. This friend was Adolf Hitler. 

HEINZ POL 
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children forever. 


A Message to 
TIMOSHENKO, SHAPOSHNIKOV 
| AND STALIN 


Cutting through the compromise and confusion of political 
utterance we would speak to you from our hearts, telling you what 
we know and how we feel. 


This message is from the deep heart of the Liberal West, the - 


nothing but to pour out their strength in creating the means to ~ 
destroy Fascism. Our merchant seamen ask nothing but to carry 
these munitions to the battle lines risking their lives gladly. Our 
soldiers and sailors await with impatience the signal for attack. 


We have read some history and know a little about the 


Fascist attack, and what you are doing to resist that attack which 


what the people of Russia are doing as symbolized in those cities 
whose names have personalized the spiritual courage of humanity — 
—Stalingrad, Sebastopol, Leningrad—these deeds will change 
history from the beginning for it will show the direction in which 
history has been moving. The shining deeds of the Russian people 
Lae the dawn of a great new day for the people of the entire 
world. 


tortured victims who await with bitter longing our liberating blow. 
The resistance of the Soviet people, the only people in the world 
without a fifth column, the fighting qualities and the generalship 


of the invincible Red army have earned for you the moral right to 
demand now what may not in good conscience be refused, namely, jf 
the immediate integration of our attack in the West with your 


counter-attack in the East. You whose names we know and the ~ 
unnamed millions of your countrymen, who from the Arctic to the 
Black Sea have opposed to the inhuman Fascist monster the sword 
of their spirit, shall remain in our hearts and in the hearts of our 
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British Commonwealth and the United States. Our workers ask—_ | 


> struggles of mankind. We feel that your achievements during a jj 
generation of unremitting spiritual blockade culminating in the 


we now see was the final suicidal gesture of Western Imperialism, — ff 


You have asked us, the people of the Western World, to open | 
the Western door of Europe's prison to release against Hitler his 


